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National Anthem Protests 

by Steve Byas — Football players have been refusing to stand for 
the national anthem because the country supposedly oppresses 
blacks, and leftists salute them. But the actions reflect gross bias. 


POLITICS 


Aiding Election Tampering 

by Kelly Holt — When Laura Pressley lost a race for the Austin 
City Council despite strong poll numbers, she suspected vote fraud. 
When she tried to investigate, she was stymied at every turn. 


CONSTITUTION 
Convention of States Simulation Fails 


to Dispel “Runaway Threat” 

by Christian Gomez — The Article V Convention of States simulation 
in Williamsburg failed to refute the runaway convention objection 
while producing six problematic amendment proposals. 


BOOK REVIEW 

Giving Liberty a Fighting Chance 

by Laurence Vance — One of Ron Paul's right-hand men, Adam 
Dick, has put together a collection of articles on the foolishness of the 
Big Government position on guns, drugs, surveillance, and more. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE ahh) r# 1 
Dictators Dictating Elections SF age Expoang Beas anes 
by Kurt Hyde — Using a few basic strategies, would-be totalitarians 7 toll ee 
can control elections to grant themselves unbridled power over Anau Dicx 

countries. And unwary Americans have opened the door here. 
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What the Future Holds 


Many people do not realize that this elec- 
tion is the turning point for America: We 
could go off the deep end into socialism or 
create laws degrading our Republic and its 
principles. Imagine a free flow of illegal 
immigrants across our now-porous borders. 
If Hillary has her way, our borders will be 
an open sieve, with 20 million new “citi- 
zens,” 80 percent of whom will naturally 
vote for sustaining the Democratic Party. 
This will produce a one-party system. 

We now have a deportation system that is 
a joke. Under the Obama deportation poli- 
cies, to make the administration seem as if 
it is deporting lots of illegal immigrants, 
people who are refused at our borders are 
a statistic counted in the deportation col- 
umns, even though they have never entered 
the United States. As a reference to judge 
the lack of border enforcement, take the il- 
legal who murdered Kate Steinle: He had 
been deported five times, and our congress- 
men still shelved the proposed Kate’s Law, 
a mandatory five-year prison sentence for 
people who are deported and return to the 
United States. What’s wrong here? 

People take the Supreme Court as a mat- 
ter of fact. Right now we have a “balanced 
court.” I don’t agree with all of Justice 
Roberts’ decisions, but our country is sus- 
taining itself despite the judicial decisions 
that are currently being handed down. If 
Hillary gets elected, we will be witness- 
ing judicial reviews from a “Progressive 
Court,” and our country will be down the 
tubes with liberal interpretations of our 
Constitution for all least the next 20 years. 
Can America still remain a Republic while 
being overburdened by the forthcoming 
liberal agenda of a progressive Supreme 
Court. 

As to executive orders, they have been 
issued by prior presidents when the public 
need for action has been deemed neces- 
sary for the continuance of an effective 
federal government. But during the last 
eight years, our federal legislature has been 
overruled by the Obama administration 
with a flux of executive orders that Obama 
has deemed necessary for the administra- 
tion of his policies, without input from ei- 
ther the Senate or House, voices directly 
from the American voter. With his actions 
he has undermined the fundamental rights 
of the citizenry of our country. 

Too, the FBI, with its refusal to release 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


documents to the House of Representatives 
on the various scandals involving Hillary 
Clinton and/or the Clinton Foundation, has 
disenfranchised itself as an independent 
investigative body. Once upon a time, the 
citizens of the United States identified the 
FBI as an honest and dependable source of 
information. What’s happened? 

With the possibility of four (maybe 
eight) more years, with the election of Hill- 
ary and Bill, of the continuation of the pro- 
gressive policies of the last eight years dur- 
ing the Obama administration, the citizens 
of the United States will be witnessing a 
permanent divergence of our current politi- 
cal structure. Considering the addition of 
16 million individuals as newly registered 
voters to the rolls of the Democratic Party 
(illegal immigrants with voting privileges 
thanks to the rejection of Voter ID Laws), 
a progressive Supreme Court, and a federal 
legislature that will be operating in a de- 
fault venue, the republican form of govern- 
ment and democracy as we grew up with 
will be a thing of the past. 

Ray YOUNGHANS 
Sent via e-mail 


Hillary’s Honorifics 


The Washington Post ran an article ad- 
dressing Hillary Clinton’s motives in 
thwarting investigation and prosecution of 
her husband’s sexual predation. The Post 
not only painted her as a stoic victim de- 
serving of praise for her courage, it then 
posed the question: Was it protecting her 
family or was it enabling? 

Both of those options carry much less 
negative connotation than this alternative: 
“Or was she a simply a sociopath, one 
equally devoid of integrity and empathy, 
who cared not one whit for the victims of 
her rapist husband and focused her ener- 
gies on discrediting and silencing those 
victims in order to continue accumulating 
wealth and power?” 

Hillary’s defenders, like Hillary herself, 
can justify anything. 

RALPH DESCOVILLE 
Sent via e-mail 
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As the radical ideology of globalism comes under increasing 
pressure worldwide, a number of prominent theologians are 
joining the discussion, blasting the internationalist movement as 
“demonic” and even “anti-Christ” in nature. With a link on the 
subject to the widely read Christian Post appearing September 
28 on the influential Drudge Report, the sharp criticism is making 
major waves worldwide. 

For a growing number of Christian theologians, there is a dark, 
spiritual agenda behind the push for globalism. “Globalism is 
far more than ‘geographical’ or ‘eliminating national borders 
and boundaries,’” explained Dr. Jim Garlow, pastor at Skyline 


Church in San Diego, in a piece that went viral after being posted 
October 11 on Charisma News, earning almost half of a million 
Facebook likes in less than two months. “It is spiritual and de- 
monic at its core.” 

Other theologians have pointed out that the Bible and Judeo- 
Christian tradition have a lot to say on borders, and by extension, 
globalism. “A major objection to globalism from a spiritual and 
biblical point of view is that many of the globalists are pushing 
for a global value system,” Senior Associate Pastor Wallace Hen- 
ley, with the 2nd Baptist Church in Houston, Texas, was quoted 
as saying in the Christian Post article linked by Drudge. 

Henley went on to explain that there is what he called an “anti- 
Christ spirit at work in the world” that opposes the Kingdom 
of Christ, which he defines as “righteousness, peace, and joy in 
the Holy Ghost.” “The Kingdom of the Lord Jesus Christ is the 
highest form of civilization,” Henley said. “The anti-civilization 
represented by anti-Christ is the opposite of that.” 

Indeed, Christians have long cited biblical prophecies warning 
of the rise of global government. While there are many escha- 
tological interpretations, the Bible is very clear on some issues 
— including the idea that the enemy hopes to build up a global 
totalitarian system that opposes God and His people. But as well- 
known pastors such as Chuck Baldwin have pointed out, that is 
no excuse for Christians to sit back and not oppose evil. 


Education Secretary “Concerned” About Homeschooling 


Speaking at a breakfast with reporters on September 21, Obama’s 
controversial education secretary, pro-Common Core activist 
John King, said he was “concerned” that some home-educated 
children were not getting the “breadth of instructional experi- 
ence” they would get at a traditional school. While the senior 
Obama bureaucrat acknowledged that many homeschool families 
are doing it well, he also repeated the debunked smear that home- 
schooled children lack opportunities for socialization. 

Secretary King’s controversial remarks about home education 
were made during an event hosted by the Christian Science Moni- 
tor. According to Politico, King said he was “concerned” that 
homeschooled students are not “getting the range of options that 
are good for all kids.” He also claimed to worry that “students 
who are homeschooled are not getting kind of the rapid instruc- 
tional experience they would get in school,” unless parents are 
“very intentional about it.” He said the “school experience” in- 
cludes building relationships with “peers, teachers and mentors,” 
something that he claimed was “difficult to achieve in home- 
schooling unless parents focus on it.” 

One of the leading experts in the field, President Brian D. 
Ray, Ph.D., of the National Home Education Research Institute 
(NHERI), countered much of the narrative pushed by King. In 
an interview with THE NEW AMERICAN, Ray explained that home- 
educated students actually have far more options than children in 
traditional schools. “What he is saying is just factually incorrect,” 


Ray said. He pointed to all the options homeschooling families 
have, including home-education co-ops created by parents to join 
forces, free and paid tutoring services, mentorships, classes at 
local libraries, “everything imaginable.” 

Whether King’s attack is the opening salvo in an upcoming 
coordinated attack on homeschooling remains to be seen. What 
is clear, though, is that homeschoolers are doing far better than 
government-schooled children on every objective metric — and 
that is probably what has King and others more concerned than 
anything else. Fortunately, home educators have become an im- 
mensely influential political force in recent years and decades. And 
so any effort to curtail educational freedom and rights is likely to 
be met with massive, organized, and fierce resistance. 
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OPEC Might Cut Production to Raise Oil Prices 


A September 28 announcement from OPEC about an agreement 
to cut production to shore up crude oil prices was met with both 
delight and scorn by observers. 

The reality emerged shortly after the announcement by OPEC: 
It wasn’t really an agreement to cut production after all. It was 
an agreement, hammered out after six long and reportedly testy 
hours behind closed doors in a “side meeting” in Algeria, to ap- 
point a committee to study the matter and come up with options 
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that the faltering cartel will consider at its next meeting in late 
November in Vienna. 

OPEC members are notoriously willing to ignore pronounce- 
ments from the leading producer, Saudi Arabia. That country is 
the driving force behind limiting production — a startling turn- 
about from November 2014 when it unilaterally announced it 
was going to continue pumping crude at maximum rates. The 
unspoken and unwritten purpose then was to flood the market and 
drive crude prices below break-even points for the troublesome 
American frackers. This would (in theory) force them to leave 
the market and turn de facto price control of oil back to OPEC. 

It didn’t work out that way. Now Saudi Arabia is facing a fi- 
nancial crunch. In June 2014, it had $737 billion in foreign re- 
serves and believed that it could force American oil producers out 
of the market, even if it went into deficit. Today those reserves 
have shrunk by a quarter, to $555 billion, with no end in sight. 
Last year its budget deficit approached $100 billion, $8 billion 
a month, and still the oversupply of crude worldwide remains. 
Furthermore, American oil producers have cut their break-even 
points so far that they are aggressively bringing back stacked oil 
rigs into production. 

Any deal in November will not come out of strength, but out 
of weakness, thanks to the remarkable free market in energy that 
still exists in the United States. 


British Prime Minister Announces Delay of Brexit Trigger 


In an October 2 speech to her British Conservative Party’s confer- 
ence, Prime Minister Theresa May made it sound as if she had 
been a supporter of Brexit all along: “[After Brexit, the United 
Kingdom will be] a fully-independent country [no longer under 
the] jurisdiction of the European Court of Justice.... [Brexit] was 
a vote for Britain to stand tall, to believe in ourselves, to forge an 
ambitious and optimistic new role in the world.... Brexit should 
make us think about our role in the wider world. It should make 
us think of Global Britain, a country with the self-confidence 
and the freedom to look beyond the continent of Europe and to 
the economic and diplomatic opportunities of the wider world.” 

Accordingly, she announced that her government was close to 
inking trade deals with eight countries outside of the EU, includ- 
ing Canada, China, India, Mexico, South Korea, and Singapore. 
This was a signal that Britain would be able to get along very 
nicely without the European Union if the EU refused to play nice 
and let her nation leave. 

And then she dropped the bomb, adding, “‘As ever with interna- 
tional talks, it will be a negotiation. It will require some give and 
take.” Instead of beginning the withdrawal process in January, it 
won’t happen until March when she said she would then “trigger” 
Article 50, the escape clause built into the Act of Parliament that 
Britain passed in 1972. That agreement bound it to the European 
Economic Community (EEC), which has since morphed delib- 
erately into the European (political) Union. 


i 


Whether this delay of two months signals simple recognition 
of reality, or a plan to stall, dither, and drag out negotiations, 
won’t be known until March. Another delay then would confirm 
the prime minister’s intention to stretch out the process intermi- 
nably, giving insiders time to change the minds of enough British 
citizens and then call for another referendum on the matter. 


Theresa 
May 
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‘na statement before the Senate Com- 

mittee on Homeland Security and 

Government Affairs on September 
27, FBI Director James B. Comey warned 
that though ISIS will be defeated in Syria 
in Iraq, “There will be a terrorist diaspora 
sometime in the next two to five years” in 
which terrorists will “try to come to west- 
ern Europe and” the United States to “kill 
innocent people.” 

“The so-called caliphate will be 
crushed. The challenge will be: through 
the fingers of that crush are going to come 
hundreds of very, very dangerous people,” 
Comey said at the committee hearing, 
which was entitled “15 Years After 9/11: 
Threats to the Homeland.” “They will not 
all die on the battlefield in Syria and Iraq. 
There will be a terrorist diaspora some- 
time in the next two to five years like 
we’ve never seen before.” 

“We must prepare ourselves and our al- 
lies particularly in western Europe to con- 
front that threat because when ISIL [ISIS] 
is reduced to an insurgency and those killers flow out they will try 
to come to western Europe and try to come here to kill innocent 
people,” Comey continued. 

Committee Chairman Senator Ron Johnson (R- Wis.) recog- 
nized that the territory controlled by ISIS has decreased, but 
progress against the terrorist group has been so slow that the 
group is reconstituting elsewhere. “We haven’t reduced their ca- 
pability. The diaspora has already begun,” said Johnson, using 
the same terminology as Comey. “We’re poking the hive. We’ve 
done some damage to it but the killer bees are leaving the hive. 
They’ re setting up new hives.” 

In his opening statement at the hearing, Johnson observed that 
15 years after the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, “The 
threat of militant Islamic terrorist attacks to the United States 
remains significant.” 

Johnson noted that during the past year, “Americans have suf- 
fered attacks inspired by Islamic Terrorism in San Bernardino, 
Orlando, Columbus, Philadelphia, and — most recently, the vi- 
cious attack in St. Cloud, Minnesota, and the bombings in New 
York and New Jersey.” 

A report about the hearing from Politico noted that senators 
on the committee said that the FBI is missing opportunities to 
head off home-grown terrorist attacks such as the shooting at an 
Orlando nightclub in June where 49 people were killed and the 
bombings earlier this month in New York and New Jersey. 

While the September 27 hearing was focused on the possibility 
of ISIS terrorists infiltrating here from the Middle East, bringing 
their jihad here to America, in an online article we posted on 
September 21, we raised the strong possibility that the Obama 
administration’s policies amount to importing Middle East ter- 
rorism to the United States. 


To support that assertion, we noted that the administration had 
already begun to put a plan into place to dramatically increase 
the number of refugees from Syria — large portions of which are 
presently controlled by ISIS. 

We reminded readers that during a joint press appearance in 
Berlin with German Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier 
on September 20, 2015, Secretary of State John Kerry revealed 
the administration’s plan to drastically increase the flow of refu- 
gees into the United States. During that event, Kerry specifically 
cited refugees from Syria. “We are now going to go up to 85,000 
with at least, and I underscore the ‘at least’ — it is not a ceiling, 
it’s a floor — of 10,000 over the next year from Syria specifi- 
cally even as we also receive more refugees from other areas,” 
said Kerry. 

“And in the next fiscal year, we’ll target 100,000, and if it’s 
possible to do more, we'll do [more].” 

As an indication that the plan outlined by Kerry is proceeding 
at full force, we quoted an article posted by the White House 
press office on September 20 (exactly one year after Kerry’s 
statement) that made it clear that the increase in refugees being 
admitted to our country was still in effect, terrorist attacks or not: 


President Obama announced that the United States will wel- 
come more refugees from around the world, increasing the 
number of people we receive by 40 percent over the next 
two years, to 100,000 in 2017. 


While Comey warned that “there will be a terrorist diaspora 
sometime in the next two to five years,” the Obama administra- 
tion’s schedule for resettling Syrian refugees portends a timetable 
much earlier than that. 
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Candidate Claims Things Are Upside Down 

“Tt used to be cars were made in Flint and you couldn’t drink the water 
in Mexico. And now the cars are made in Mexico and you can’t drink the 
water in Flint. This is terrible.” 

Republican presidential candidate Donald Trump made this observation 
while campaigning in Michigan. Though many Americans would view 
Flint’ water crisis as a local problem, the export of American jobs and 
industry to Mexico and elsewhere is another matter. 


President Continues Promoting Environmental Fright 

“What makes climate change difficult is that it is not an instantaneous 
catastrophic event. It’s a slow-moving issue that, on a day to day basis, 
people don’t experience and don’t see.” 

Speaking in Honolulu just prior to a visit to tiny Midway Island in the Pacific Ocean, Barack Obama 
insisted that unproven climate change is the greatest long-term threat facing the world. Increasing 
numbers of climate scientists disagree. 
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Prominent Neocon Speaks Against Cultural Change 

“What was once stigmatized as deviant behavior is now tolerated and even sanctioned; what was once re- 
garded as abnormal has been normalized.... As deviancy is normalized, so what was once normal becomes 
deviant. The kind of family that has been regarded for centuries as natural and normal — the ‘bourgeois’ 
family as it is invidiously called — is now seen as pathological.” 

The wife of neoconservatism founder Irving Kristol and the mother of neocon 
leader William Kristol, Gertrude Himmelfarb nevertheless condemned the 
growing acceptance of homosexuality and same-sex “marriage.” 


President Will Be Affronted Personally if Clinton Doesn’t Triumph 
“T’ll see it as a personal insult to my legacy and the work we’ve done 
together if we fail to step up and make sure that Hillary takes my place 
in January.” 

In an e-mail sent on behalf of Hillary Clinton’s candidacy, Barack 
Obama surprised no one with his support for the Democratic Party s 
nominee. 
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Oil-rich Venezuela Forced to Buy Oil From the Hated United States 

“You call them the empire and yet you’re buying their oil.” 

The failing Venezuelan government has so damaged the nation’s economy and its oil business that its 
leaders have turned to their longtime nemesis for relief. Oil workers union leader Luis Centeno issued 
a stinging rebuke of his country 5 leaders. 


No Longer a Valued “Swing State,” Ohio Expected to Choose Trump 
“Ohio, like a melting iceberg, has slowly been losing its status as the country’s bellwether. When you 
look at the diversity of America 30 to 40 years ago, Ohio was a pretty close approximation of the coun- 
try. It no longer is.” 

Democrat state legislator Michael Curtin now believes that Clinton can win nationally without Ohio, 
a state she has chosen to abandon as she campaigns elsewhere. 


He Claims Success in Protecting Internet Privacy for Americans 
“There is danger] when everything you’ve ever done, every purchase 
you’ve ever made, everywhere you’ve ever travelled with a cellphone in 
your pocket is suddenly available to third parties.” 

Still facing charges three years after exposing secret National Security 
Agency surveillance and data collection of private citizens, Edward 
Snowden hopes to receive a pardon from President Obama. He claims 
that being a patriotic American “doesn t mean simply agreeing with your 
government.” Edward 4 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McMAnus = UE 


AP Images 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


CULTURE 


NATIONAL ANTHEM 
PROTESTS 


Football players have been refusing to stand for the national anthem because the country 
supposedly oppresses blacks, and leftists salute them. But the actions reflect gross bias. 
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by Steve Byas 


hen San Francisco 49ers quar- 
terback Colin Kaepernick 
opted to figuratively “stand up” 


against alleged oppression of black people 
in America by not standing for the play- 
ing of the national anthem in a pre-season 
game of the National Football League 
(NFL), it vividly illustrated the cultural 
divisions that exist in American society. 

“T am not going to stand up to show 
pride in a flag for a country that oppresses 
black people,” the second-string pro play- 
er said, in explaining his action after his 
initial pre-season game protest. Kaeper- 
nick’s sit-down protest has continued into 
the regular season. 

Not surprisingly, the Kaepernick 
protest has led others to emulate him, 
even beyond the NFL. In Camden, New 
Jersey, Woodrow Wilson High School 
Coach Preston Brown and his assis- 
tants even took a knee along with their 
high-school players. The district issued 
a statement indicating that, while they 
support “standing for the flag,” it is a 
“personal issue, and we strongly respect 
our students’ experiences and their ex- 
ercising our country’s First Amendment 
rights.” 

At Maury High School in Norfolk, Vir- 
ginia, football players took a knee behind 
the endzone when the anthem was played. 
Coach Chris Fraser told the Virginia Pilot, 
“We didn’t make an issue of it, and if they 
believe in a cause that’s fine.” 

In fact, while the controversy has 
centered on the playing of “The Star- 
Spangled Banner,” it has been somewhat 
overlooked that Kaepernick’s problem 
is really with the entire country. Kaepe- 
rnick was alluding to incidents in which 
black criminal suspects have been shot by 
police officers — particularly white offi- 
cers — such as the situation in Ferguson, 
Missouri, where a white officer had shot 
a young black man who was allegedly 
surrendering with his arms up in the air 
while pleading, “Don’t shoot!” — giv- 
ing birth to the “Hands up, don’t shoot!” 
mantra used in protests after the event. A 
grand jury refused to indict the white of- 
ficer when multiple witnesses — almost 
all African-American — and forensic evi- 
dence disputed that claim, as did a U.S. 
Justice Department report. 
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The reality is that 93 percent of black homicide victims 
are murdered by other blacks, and most of the rest 
are killed by Hispanics. The vast majority of people 
shot by police are white, and whites are actually more 
likely to be shot by law-enforcement officers. 


The reality is that 93 percent of black 
homicide victims are murdered by other 
blacks, and most of the rest are killed by 
Hispanics. The vast majority of people 
shot by police are white, and whites are 
actually more likely to be shot by law-en- 
forcement officers. Police killings of black 
suspects have actually declined dramati- 
cally over the past few decades. 

But Kaepernick paints a different pic- 
ture — one that is greatly at odds with 
the facts. “Cops are getting paid leave 


Black Lives Matter supporters: Colin Kaepernick (center) and teammates kneel during the 


for killing people,” Kaepernick said after 
his protest, leading a retired police of- 
ficer from Norfolk, Virginia, to respond 
with an open letter, which “went viral” 
on Facebook. 

In the letter (reprinted verbatim on page 
17), Chris Amos spoke of the time he him- 
self was shot in the line of duty, in an al- 
tercation in which he was forced to kill a 
19-year-old attacker. “You see I am a re- 
tired police officer that had the misfortune 
of having to shoot and kill a 19-year-old 
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playing of the national anthem before the San Francisco 49ers play the Seahawks in Seattle. 
Kaepernick has said that he is protesting “injustice” against blacks in America. 
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It is certain that there are many people living in 
brutal dictatorships Such as Cuba, North Korea, Iran, 
and elsewhere who would gladly trade places with 


Kaepernick. 


African American male. And just like you 
said, I was the recipient of about $3,000 a 
month while on leave which was a good 
thing because I had to support a wife and 
three children under 7-years-old for about 
two months with that money.” 

Amos went on to compare his own re- 
habilitation with any football-related inju- 
ries that Kaepernick may have suffered. 
He told Kaepernick that he was struck “by 
a couple of rounds fired from a gun about 
two feet away, into my chest and thigh. 
We also both make our living wearing uni- 
forms, right? You have probably ruined a 
jersey or two on the field of play. I still 
have my blood stained shirt that my part- 
ners and paramedics literally ripped off 
my back that cold night in January.” 

“Are there some bad apples within my 
profession? Absolutely and they need to 
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be identified and fired or arrested!” Amos 
continued, adding, “Colin, I have buried 
seven friends, killed in the line of duty and 
three others who have committed suicide. 
I have attended more funerals than I care 
to remember of neighboring departments 
who have lost officers in the line of duty.... 
So whether you stand or sit during the na- 
tional anthem means very little to me. As 
for me and the men and women on whose 
team I was privileged to serve, we will put 
on our ballistic vests, badge, and gun, kiss 
our loved one’s goodbye, for some tragi- 
cally for the last time, and out into a shift 
of uncertainty we will go. We will con- 
tinue to protect and continue to serve and 
we will be standing at attention Colin, not 
just for the playing of our national anthem, 
but far more importantly for the playing 
of Taps.” 


Cuba would welcome him: Colin Kaepernick, who says he is concerned about U.S. “oppression,” 
wore a shirt to a press conference bearing the image of Cuba’s brutal communist dictator, Fidel 
Castro, who is responsible for imprisoning, torturing, and killing many thousands of Cubans. 
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It is not known what Kaepernick 
thought of Amos’ open letter, nor what 
the NFL quarterback’s motivations are 
for trashing not only the national an- 
them and the flag, but the country it- 
self. It could be a sincere concern over 
the deaths and mistreatment of African- 
Americans at the hands of the police. No 
one can be sure what Kaepernick really 
thinks, but we do know that he is a sup- 
porter of Fidel Castro and Malcolm X. 
When Kaepernick appeared at a press 
conference about his protest, he wore a 
shirt depicting a meeting in Harlem in 
1960 between the communist dictator 
and Malcolm X. Kaepernick’s girlfriend, 
Nessa Diab, a disc jockey for MTV, is an 
open supporter of the communist dicta- 
torship in Cuba, and a vocal proponent of 
Black Lives Matter. 

Orlando Sentinel reporter George Diaz 
expressed the views of many Americans of 
Cuban ancestry, in responding to Kaeper- 
nick’s support for Castro: 


My family left there [Cuba] in 1961. 
We left our home, our furniture, most 
of [our] valuables and our relatives 
behind because we were seeking 
freedom. It wasn’t for money, not the 
opportunity to visit Disney and Uni- 
versal. We wanted to be free, and the 
United States, bless its soul, gave us 
that opportunity. So yes, I find it per- 
sonally insulting that Kaepernick is 
oblivious to the fact that Castro is one 
of the most vile dictators of modern 
times with extensive human rights 
violations. 


To those who argue that at least Kaep- 
ernick has gotten a conversation started 
on race relations, Diaz responded that, in 
Cuba, “such conversations can get you in 
prison.” 

Exactly. In the United States, there 
are no such laws that imprison individu- 
als for political beliefs or protests, and 
few would suggest that we should imple- 
ment such laws now for disrespecting the 
American flag. But it is certain that there 
are many people living in brutal dictator- 
ships such as Cuba, North Korea, Iran, 
and elsewhere who would gladly trade 
places with Kaepernick. 

On opening day in the NFL, various 
teams and players participated in pro- 
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tests. Kansas City Chiefs 
cornerback Marcus Peters 
even indicated solidarity 
by raising his right fist, 
enclosed in a black glove, 
recalling the 1968 Mexico 
City Olympics protest by 
Tommie Smith and John 
Carlos. The origins of the 
clenched-fist salute are 
clearly communist, how- 
ever. In 1970, John Laut- 
ner, a former top official 
with the Communist Party 
USA, told American Opin- 
ion magazine (forerunner 
to THE NEW AMERICAN), 


The clenched-fist sa- 
lute has been used 
among revolutionar- 
ies for many centuries 
as a symbol of defi- 
ance, comradeship, 
and solidarity. It was 
employed during the 
bloody French Revolu- 
tion of 1789.... At the 
formation of the First 
International in Lon- 
don in 1864 ... Karl 
Marx and his followers 
gave the clenched-fist 
salute, as did his fol- 
lowers in Brussels in 
1889.... Since the Third 
International, the Comintern begun 
at Moscow in 1919, it has been the 
official salute of all Communist Par- 
ties throughout the world. 


Not surprisingly, Republican presiden- 
tial hopeful Donald Trump disagreed 
with what Kaepernick did: “I think it’s 
personally not a good thing, I think it’s a 
terrible thing. And, you know, maybe he 
should find a country that works better 
for him. Let him try, it won’t happen.” 
The rock group KISS opened their per- 
formance in Worcester, Massachusetts, 
by leading the entire arena in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. Lead singer Paul Stanley 
challenged Kaepernick’s actions: “You 
should remember, patriotism is always 
cool. Loving your country is always 
cool.” A similar view was expressed by 
Senator Ted Cruz (R-Texas), who said of 
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Saluting strict socialism: Tommie Smith and John Carlos won medals at the 1968 
Olympics in Mexico City. During the playing of the national anthem, they raised the 
gloved clenched fist, which has a long history as a radical communist “salute.” 


Kaepernick, “It’s very easy when you’re 
sitting there, rolling in millions of dollars 
to disrespect this country.” 

One coach made it very clear that he 
disagreed with Kaepernick’s disrespect 
for the flag. John Tortorella, the coach 
of Team USA for the 2016 World Cup of 
Hockey, was blunt: “If any of my play- 
ers sit on the bench for the national an- 
them, they will sit there for the rest of the 
game.” Tortorella coaches the Columbus 
Blue Jackets and has a son who is in the 
U.S. Army Special Forces. 

“We’re in a great country,” Tortorella 
told reporters, “because we can express 
ourselves. And I am not against express- 
ing yourselves. That’s what’s great about 
our country. We can do that. But when 
there are men and women that give their 
lives for their flag, for their anthem, fami- 
lies that have disrupted, traumatic physi- 


cal injuries, traumatic 
mental injuries for these 
people that give us the op- 
portunity to do the things 
we want to do, there’s no 
chance an anthem and a 
flag should come into any 
type of situation where 
you’re trying to make a 
point.” 

A number of players 
have openly supported 
Tortorella, including 
Team North America de- 
fenseman Seth Jones. “I 
have no problems with 
the comments. You’re not 
going to see me sitting 
down.” Jones, who plays 
for Tortorella, is the son 
of a former National Bas- 
ketball Association player, 
Popeye Jones, and is the 
highest-drafted African- 
American in the National 
Hockey League. 

Tiki Barber, also an 
African-American and 
a former running back 
for the New York Giants, 
tweeted that he disagreed 
with Kaepernick’s actions. 
A current black player for 
the Giants also took issue 
with the protest. “You’ve 
got to respect the flag.” 

President Barack Obama weighed in, as 
well: “I think he [Kaepernick] cares about 
some real, legitimate issues that have to be 
talked about. If nothing else, he’s gener- 
ated more conversation about issues that 
have to be talked about.” Democratic pres- 
idential nominee Hillary Clinton echoed 
Obama’s statement, telling reporters out- 
side a Florida fundraiser, “I applaud what 
he is doing. He makes great points, and if 
sitting down during the national anthem is 
his way of registering his protest, then we 
must respect that.” 

But one must ask if Clinton would insist 
“we must respect that” if a football player 
or coach was protesting, say, same-sex 
“marriage,” or abortion? Would Obama 
express appreciation for a professional 
athlete who “generated more conversa- 
tion” by opposing illegal immigration or 
maybe a corporate executive who gave a 
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donation to a cause, taking the opposite 
position as Obama? 

When former Heisman Trophy win- 
ner Tim Tebow, an evangelical Christian, 
began kneeling in prayer after touch- 
downs, other NFL players and coaches 
did not praise his starting a conversation, 
or say he must be respected, or that he is 
just “exercising his constitutional rights.” 
Some members of the Detroit Lions NFL 
team even mocked his “Tebowing” prayer 
pose during a game. Saturday Night Live 
ridiculed Tebow in a skit. Another player, 
Kansas City Chiefs player Husain Abdul- 
lah, was actually penalized for kneeling in 
prayer in the end zone after a touchdown. 

As Selwyn Duke wrote recently in 
THE NEW AMERICAN, “Would the NFL be 
so tolerant of an athlete who sat for the 
Anthem as a protest against big govern- 
ment?” I would add, would Hillary Clin- 
ton and Barack Obama “applaud” them, 
if they did? 

NFL Commissioner Roger Goodell de- 
livered a mixed response to Kaepernick’s 
actions. “I support our players when they 
want to see change in society, and we 
don’t live in a perfect society.... On the 
other hand, we believe very strongly in 
patriotism in the NFL.... Players have a 
platform, and it’s his right to do that.” 

But when the Dallas Cowboys re- 
quested to wear a decal on their helmets 
during the season in order to pay tribute 
to the five police officers murdered in 
the ambush during a Black Lives Mat- 
ter protest, Goodell’s NFL did not say, 
“Players have a platform, and it is their 
right to wear those decals.” No, the NFL 
flatly denied the request. Demetrick Pen- 
nie, president of the Dallas Fallen Officer 
Foundation, was “extremely upset” over 
the denial. “These are our friends and our 
loved ones.... It hurts not to have the NFL 
fully support us.” 

While the NFL argued the Cowboys 
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NFL nonsense: Marcus Peters of the Kansas City Chiefs raised a clenched fist during the national 


anthem, before his game against the San Diego Chargers in Kansas City. While the NFL has been 
permissive of anti-police protests, they did not allow the Dallas Cowboys to wear decals on their 
helmets to honor police after the assassination of five officers in Dallas. 


could not wear the decals because of their 
supposedly strict rules against putting 
extra material on helmets, some recalled 
that the Green Bay Packers wore decals 
on their helmets to commemorate the 50th 
anniversary of Lambeau Field. 

It appears the NFL has a double stan- 
dard. Players are required to wear jerseys 
and attend press conferences as a condition 
for being a player on the team; so clearly, 


As a lawyer, Key took on cases of Several slaves 
seeking their liberation — cases for which he took no 
fee. His frequent public criticism of slavery’s worst 
cruelties were SO powerful that they were noted in a 
newspaper account of his death. 
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players are required to follow certain rules 
to continue as employees in the NFL. 

Retired college football coach Lou 
Holtz, who won a national championship 
at Notre Dame, learned that supporting a 
conservative Republican politician was 
not something to be respected — at least 
not at the University of Arkansas, where 
Holtz coached until 1983. When Senator 
Jesse Helms (R-N.C.) was facing reelec- 
tion in 1984, Holtz taped two television 
endorsement ads for Helms. This led to 
Holtz’s ouster. Although Bill Clinton was 
governor of Arkansas at the time, there is 
no record that either he or his wife, Hil- 
lary, defended Holtz’s freedom to express 
his “constitutional rights.” 

And it is not just football athletes and 
coaches who have been punished for ex- 
pressing the wrong type of political views 
— at least wrong in the eyes of the Left. 
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Atlanta Braves pitcher John Rocker was 
actually suspended and ordered to sub- 
mit to a psychiatric evaluation for making 
statements against illegal immigration. In 
a 1999 interview with Sports Illustrated, 
Rocker said he would retire before he 
would play for the New York Yankees, or 
the New York Mets. “The biggest thing 
I don’t like about New York are the for- 
eigners. You can walk an entire block 
in Times Square and not hear anybody 
speaking English.” 

Certainly Rocker’s comments were po- 
litically incorrect, but it appears that this 
idea of support for an athlete expressing 
himself on current issues is limited to an 
athlete making comments that are popular 
with the Left. It is the content of the re- 
marks that matters. To some, it seems that 
complaining about not hearing the English 
language while in America is worse than 
support for a communist dictator. 

Rocker has also advocated the right to 
keep and bear arms, observing, “The Ho- 
locaust would have never taken place had 
the Jewish citizenry of Hitler’s Germany 
had the right to bear arms.” 

For that matter, it is not just those in- 
volved in sports who must toe the pro- 
gressive line to get applause from the 
liberals. The co-founder of Mozilla, 
Brendan Eich, was forced to resign from 


his post as CEO after it was discovered 
that he had given money to Proposition 
8 in California, the initiative that made it 
part of that state’s Constitution that mar- 
riage was between a man and a woman. 
But Obama did not praise Eich for adding 
to that conversation, and Clinton certain- 
ly did not “applaud” Eich’s involvement 
in public affairs. 

After Atlanta Fire Chief Kelvin Coch- 
ran self-published a book in 2013 for a 
Christian discussion and study group he 
led, he was summarily fired. His offense? 
In six pages of the 162-page book, Co- 
chran took the orthodox Christian posi- 
tion that any sexual relations outside of 
a male-female marriage were contrary 
to God’s will. As David French wrote in 
National Review, “The City of Atlanta has 
apparently made its own determination on 
sexual morality, and city employees now 
must either express the city’s viewpoint or 
remain silent.... Endorse sexual liberty, or 
shut your mouth.” 

But in the case of an NFL player who 
wants to trash America, that player is 
praised by the president and the nominee 
of the Democratic Party to succeed him. 

There are all types of injustices that 
occur in America, as in any other coun- 
try, and certainly we would expect con- 
cerned Americans to work to better their 


Liberals don’t defend the likes of him: Legendary coach Lou Holtz won many games at Arkansas, 
such as this bowl game. But when he publicly expressed conservative views while Bill Clinton was 
governor, the school ousted him. Clinton didn’t protest one bit. 
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nation. But how does refusing to respect 
the national anthem possibly lead to a 
more just society? 

Did Francis Scott Key, the author of 
“The Star-Spangled Banner” (originally a 
poem entitled “Defence of Fort McHen- 
ry”), write the song to be a racist anthem, 
or otherwise promote social injustice? 
Shaun King of the New York Daily News 
made that charge, asserting that in the 
third stanza, Key “openly celebrates” the 
killing of slaves. In fact, King insists that 
Key’s stirring tune “was rooted in the cel- 
ebration of slavery and the murder of Af- 
ricans in America.” The lyrics King refers 
to are: “No refuge could save the hireling 
and slave from the terror of flight, or the 
gloom of the grave.” According to King, 
black men, called the Corps of Colonial 
Marines, were serving in the British mili- 
tary. “Key despised them. He was glad to 
see them experience terror and death in 
war — to the point that he wrote a poem 
about it.” 

This is deceitful. The song certainly 
does not “celebrate” slavery or the mur- 
der of slaves. It is likely that Key did 
despise anyone who was involved in the 
attack upon Baltimore’s Fort McHenry 
during the War of 1812, which inspired 
the writing of the poem that later became 
our national anthem. One might recall that 
Americans were also not too fond of the 
German mercenaries, the Hessians, whom 
King George hired to suppress the Ameri- 
can War for Independence. 

Attempting to invade a country, after 
all, whether one is German or African, is 
not the best way to win the love of that 
country. 

And killing invading soldiers has gener- 
ally not been regarded as “murder.” What 
does King think the African mercenaries 
were intending to do to the defenders of 
Fort McHenry? 

Yes, after the successful defense of Fort 
McHenry, Key was inspired to write a 
poem. He had been sent by President James 
Madison to negotiate the release of a ci- 
vilian prisoner on a British warship. The 
attack upon Baltimore, however, had com- 
menced, and delayed the release, and Key 
was detained until after the battle, which 
lasted through the night of September 13- 
14, 1814. When the first rays of sunshine 
lit up the “‘star-spangled banner” flag fly- 
ing above Fort McHenry the next morning, 
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Francis 
Scott Key 


Honoring history: Francis Scott Key wrote the poem “Defence of Fort McHenry” in a burst of 
patriotism after Baltimore’s Fort McHenry survived British shelling during the War of 1812. The 
poem was soon set to music, and its popularity grew throughout the 19th century. Finally, after 
millions of Americans petitioned Congress, “The Star-Spangled Banner” was made the official 


national anthem of the United States in 1931. 


an inspired Key took out an envelope he 
had with him and began to pen on it the 
first words of his poem. It is ludicrous in 
the extreme for anyone to contend, as King 
did, that Key wrote the poem even thinking 
about slavery, much less that it was “rooted 
in the celebration of slavery.” 

Key’s own record on slavery was cer- 
tainly mixed. Although he did own slaves, 
he also freed slaves. As a lawyer, Key 
even took on cases of several slaves seek- 
ing their liberation — cases for which he 
took no fee. His frequent public criticism 
of slavery’s worst cruelties were so power- 
ful that they were noted in a newspaper ac- 
count of his death. The writer stated, “Key 
convinced me that slavery was wrong — 
radically wrong.” 

One of Key’s most famous cases of 
legal work was for his friend Congress- 
man John Randolph of Roanoke. After 
Randolph’s death in 1833, Key and other 
attorneys worked to carry out his wishes 
that his more than 400 slaves would be 
not only freed, but provided with funds 
from Randolph’s estate to buy them land 
in the free state of Ohio so that they could 
support themselves. 
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Hardly the resumé of a pro-slavery fa- 
natic, as he is unfairly pictured by King. 

“The Star-Spangled Banner” is a song 
rooted, not in slavery, but in an historical 
event critical to the survival of the Unit- 
ed States in the War of 1812. Had Balti- 
more fallen, it is unlikely the war would 
have ended in a draw, as it did in 1815. It 
does not celebrate an aggressive war by 
the United States, nor slavery, but rather 
a battle in which a hostile foreign power 
was repulsed from our shores. 

The poem was soon put to music and, 
in the burst of patriotic fervor following 
the War of 1812, became a popular and 
beloved American tune. It only grew in 
popularity in the 1800s, often part of Inde- 
pendence Day celebrations, and the U.S. 
Navy adopted it for official use in 1889 
(an odd choice, 
if the song was 
“rooted in the cel- 
ebration of slav- 
ery”). In the last 
days of World War 
I, it was played at 
the 1918 World 
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War II, it was played before every major 
league baseball contest. 

By then, Congress had essentially 
ratified the people’s choice of “The 
Star-Spangled Banner” as our national 
anthem. Responding to a petition signed 
by five million people, Congress adopted 
the song as our national anthem in 1931. 

Since that time, the national anthem 
has inspired millions of Americans — 
though apparently not Kaepernick. But 
the national anthem is not the first heri- 
tage symbol of our country that has come 
under attack by the leftists who want to 
see us merged into some sort of world 
government. It will not be the last. 

As an American citizen, Kaepernick en- 
joys the right to denigrate the flag, the na- 
tional anthem, and the country itself, where 
he has become a multi-millionaire. No 
doubt there are millions of people all over 
the world who would love to trade citizen- 
ships with him, even without his wealth. 

But this freedom of expression goes 
both ways. Americans who vehemently 
disagree with his views have an equal 
right to denounce his sit-down protest. 
Teams also have a right to bench or sus- 
pend players who do not abide by the 
standards set by the teams. That, how- 
ever, is not the position of those on the 
Left. To them, all others must conform 
to their secular progressivism, or face 
termination from their jobs, and other 
punishments. 

Atlanta City Council member Alex Wan 
summed up the attitude on the Left about 
those holding views with which they do 
not agree, in discussing the firing of the 
fire chief. Allowing that each individual 
has a “right to have their own thoughts,” 
Wan warned, “But when you’re a city em- 
ployee, and those thoughts, beliefs, and 
opinions are different from the city’s, you 
have to check them at the door.” 

If, on the other hand, you express opin- 
ions favored by the secular progressives, 
then you will be praised and “applauded.” 
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An Open Letter 


to Colin Kaepernick 


by Chris Amos 


Chris Amos, a former police officer, provided a very personal 
view of Colin Kaepernick s protest in the form of an “open letter” 
to him. The letter, reprinted verbatim below without any changes 
in punctuation, etc., quickly went viral after Amos posted it on 
Facebook on August 29. — The editors 


days. For the record I don’t think any more or less of 

you for not standing for the National Anthem. Honestly, 
I never thought that much about you, or any professional athlete 
for that matter, to begin with. I’ve read your statement a few 
times and want you to know I am one of the reasons you are pro- 
testing. You see I am a retired police officer that had the misfor- 
tune of having to shoot and kill a 19-year-old African American 
male. And just like you said, I was the recipient of about $3,000 
a month while on leave which was a good thing because I had 
to support a wife and three children under 7-years-old for about 
2 months with that money. Things were pretty tight because I 
couldn’t work part time. Every police officer I’ve ever known has 
worked part-time to help make ends meet. 

You know Colin the more I think about it the more we seem 
to have in common. I really pushed myself in rehab to get back 
on the street, kind of like you do to get back on the field. You 
probably have had a broken bone or two and some muscle strains 
and deep bruising that needed a lot of work. I just had to bounce 
back from a gunshot wound to the chest and thigh. Good thing we 
both get paid when we are too banged up to “play”, huh? We both 
also know what it’s like to get blindsided. You by a 280- pound 
defensive end, ouch! Me, by a couple of rounds fired from a gun 
about 2 feet away, into my chest and thigh. We also both make our 
living wearing uniforms, right? You have probably ruined a jersey 
or two on the field of play. I still have my blood stained shirt that 
my partner and paramedics literally ripped off my back that cold 
night in January. Fortunately, like you I was given a new one. 
Speaking of paramedics aren’t you glad the second we get hurt 
trainers and doctors are standing by waiting to rush onto the field 
to scoop us up. I’m thankful they get to you in seconds. It only 
took them about 10 minutes to get to me. By the grace of God, the 
artery in my thigh didn’t rupture or else 10 minutes would have 
been about 9 minutes too late. We also have both experienced the 
hate and disgust others have just because of those uniforms we 
wear. I sure am glad for your sake that the folks who wear my 
uniform are on hand to escort you and those folks that wear your 
uniform into stadiums in places like Seattle! 

I guess that’s where the similarities end Colin. You entertain for 


D ear Colin guess you have been pretty busy these last few 
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a living, I and almost 800,000 others across this country serve and 
protect. Are there some bad apples within my profession? Abso- 
lutely and they need to be identified and fired or arrested! But you 
know what, the vast majority do the right thing, the right way, for 
the right reason. Did I mention that seconds before I was shot, an 
elderly African American gentleman walking down the sidewalk, 
turned to my partner and I as we rode past and said, “Get them.” 
Get who you ask? The thugs terrorizing an otherwise good and 
decent neighborhood, home to dozens of good, decent African 
American families trying to raise those families in communities not 
protected by gates and security guards. No these folks and families 
depend on America’s Law Enforcement Officers. 

Colin I have buried 7 friends, killed in the line of duty and 
three others who have committed suicide. I have attended more 
funerals than I care to remember of neighboring departments 
who have lost officers in the line of duty, during my career. Law 
Enforcement Officers with different backgrounds, upbringings, 
and experiences united by their willingness to answer the call to 
protect and serve their fellow citizens. 

Colin I am sorry for the endorsement deals you may lose and 
the dip in jersey sales, but please know you will NEVER lose 
what these men and women and their families have lost. And so 
whether you stand or sit during the National Anthem means very 
little to me. As for me and the men and women on whose team I 
was privileged to serve, we will put on our ballistic vests, badge, 
and gun, kiss our loved one’s goodbye, for some tragically for the 
last time, and out into a shift of uncertainty we will go. We will 
continue to protect and continue to serve and we will be standing 
at attention Colin, not just for the playing of our National An- 
them, but far more importantly for the playing of Taps. 

V/R 

Chris Amos. 
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Aiding Election Tampering 


When Laura Pressley lost a race for the Austin City Council despite strong poll numbers, 
she suspected vote fraud. When she tried to investigate, she was stymied at every turn. 


~— 


by Kelly Holt 


asking for selling show tickets and 

popcorn, it’s appropriate to spend time 
considering our country’s voting methods 
— including how secure vote results are 
from tampering. Should we be concerned? 
Yes. The following story illustrates one 
reason why. 

A local election in a lowly 2014 Texas 
municipal race wasn’t expected to be other 
than business as usual. That was before 
Austinite Laura Pressley lost her second 
run for a City Council seat and discovered 
apparent election voting machine corrup- 
tion, and responded with a lawsuit. Press- 
ley is hoping the outcome will turn state 
electronic voting on its electronic ear. And 
more. If her claim is proven legitimate, it 
could give impetus to the popular idea of 
a return to paper ballot voting. 

The idea of potential electronic system 
corruption may “not be as farfetched as you 
might think,” recently posited Pam Fessler 
of NPR. In an August 1 report, Fessler noted 
incidences of serious voting system irregu- 


E an outlandish election season almost 
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larities in Indiana, Arizona, and Florida. 

Pressley’s assertion about her election 
result boils down to this: Travis County 
(Austin) failed to retain two of the three 
official election records needed to vali- 
date the electronic results, and the third 
was corrupted, resulting in an inability to 
conduct a legal recount. Or at least that’s 
how it started out. What was promised to 
voters 15 years ago — improved integrity 
and paper backups — didn’t happen. 

And Pressley is no slouch when it comes 
to knowing what she’s doing. This native 
Texan holds a Ph.D. in physical chemistry 
from the University of Texas, and worked 
in the semiconductor industry as an engi- 
neer and business manager. 

She holds four patents in semiconductor 
device development and yield enhance- 
ment, and has authored many peer-re- 
viewed scientific articles related to semi- 
conductor device technology. As such, 
she’s worked with the Texas Legislature 
on science and technology issues. Here’s 
what happened in her election. 

She ran for a 2012 seat on Austin’s City 
Council, bagging 45 percent of the vote, 


Dr. Laura Pressley speaks to the Central 
Texas Republican Assembly in Austin in July 
2016. Her case has attracted the attention of 
concerned voters across party lines. 


telling THE NEW AMERICAN, “I hoped to 
bring a measure of fiscal conservatism to 
the Council, implement a leaner budget, 
and bring technical expertise to delibera- 
tions. No sitting council member under- 
stood technical issues, but I do. The city 
needed that expertise and perspective... 
I understand budgets, and who doesn’t 
want their city government to be more ef- 
ficient?” 

But she lost. Confident she’d do better 
two years later, she ran again in 2014, op- 
posing newcomer Greg Casar. The upshot 
was a runoff — and another defeat. Be- 
cause election-night results weren’t con- 
sistent with polls, she donned her engineer 
hat, and started doing the math. She com- 
pared the number of early voters with the 
number of early ballots, and they didn’t 
match. And they didn’t match in almost 
every precinct. She also found statistical 
repetitive mathematical patterns in the 
results, calling them into question. It was 
more than just a bit suspect. 

But before asking for a recount, Press- 
ley read the entire election code, then sub- 
mitted a formal recount request to the city 
secretary, asking specifically for a manual 
recount of Ballot Images (BD), allowed by 
Texas statute. 

Chief among Pressley’s concerns were 
the inconsistencies — specifically, more 
votes were cast than the number of voters 
reported by the county records. Texans re- 
membering the Box 13 affair — in which 
Congressman Lyndon Baines Johnson won 
a South Texas primary with a stuffed ballot 
box — might be groaning at that. Coupled 
with the mathematical analysis, her suspi- 
cion grew that something was amiss. 

What was to become a complicated 
account began when Pressley appeared 
for the scheduled physical recount, and 
was informed by Travis County Clerk 
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Pressley’s assertion about her election result boils 
down to this: Travis County (Austin) failed to retain two 
of the three official election records needed to validate 
the electronic results, and the third was corrupted, 
resulting in an inability to conduct a legal recount. 


Dana DeBeauvoir that the requested Bal- 
lot Images, one of three election records 
required by law for validating results, 
weren’t available. 


Ballot Images 
Critical to understanding this case is to 
understand these election records, spe- 
cifically Ballot Images and Results/Tally 
Tapes, as defined by Texas Election Code. 
To begin, a legal BI is an exact represen- 
tation of an exact ballot. The code requires 
that ballots “shall be numbered consecu- 
tively” (serial numbers are also required 
by the Texas Constitution); “the nature of 
the election and the date of the election 
shall be printed at the top of the ballot”; 
and “A square for voting shall be printed 
to the left of each candidate’s name” along 
with the time a ballot is cast. 
Results/Tally Tapes are also required 
of election judges at the polls on election 
night. They reflect just that; a tally of elec- 
tion results — candidates’ names, number 
of votes cast, and names of voters at that lo- 
cation. Election judges are legally required 
to sign the tapes and put them in Report 
Envelopes — it’s considered a misdemean- 
or to not turn it in to county officers. But 
Pressley would later learn that a letter, gen- 
erated by the Office of the Texas Secretary 
of State (SOS), instructed election judges 
to waive this portion of election law. 
When Pressley asked why Ballot Imag- 
es weren’t available, DeBeauvoir told her 
that the Hart InterCivic voting machines 
(machines of choice in nearly 100 Texas 
counties, including Travis) cannot produce 
a legal BI, but instead a “cast vote record” 
(CVR), claiming they’re the same thing. 
Having read the code, Pressley knew what 
a BI is, and that it’s required that machines 
retain it, and that it’s nota CVR. A CVR is 


simply a datasheet, absent all the legally re- : 


quired information just named, particularly 
the constitutionally required serial number. 
ACVR could effectively be sourced from 
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anywhere, with no legal authentication — 
having no unique serial numbers or data to 
distinguish it from any other data. 

According to the statute, counties are 
required to produce and keep Ballot Im- 
ages, but Pressley has yet to discover a 
county that can produce them. Remember, 
electronic recounts have to be done with a 
printed BI. And she already knew that the 
Results/Tally Tapes hadn’t been printed in 
Travis County, either. 

And we haven’t even talked about Audit 
Logs (AL), the most important thing of 
all. An Audit Log is a time/date stamp of 
every activity occurring on a computer 
— in this case, the tally computer at the 
central counting station in a county office. 
All precinct memory cards converge at 
this computer — it tabulates votes. 

So Pressley asked to see the source of the 
Cast Vote Records, but was refused access 
to the information by the election direc- 
tor on site. She registered her protest, but 
agreed to a conditional recount. That the 
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recount records didn’t meet legal require- 
ments (Pressley claims no legal BI exist- 
ed), that the county hadn’t printed Results 
Tapes (the backup records), and that she 
was denied access to source information 
all formed the basis of her later decision to 
officially file suit. After all, the only legal 
ballots (paper) showed an exact tie. 

She explained, “The electronic vote 
showed a skewed result in my contest, and 
according to the county election officers, 
the machines couldn’t produce a legal ballot 
image for a recount. So, we concluded the 
electronic equipment wasn’t able to adhere 
to state law. Since the paper ballots were the 
only ones meeting legal requirements, the 
paper-ballot tie called for a recertification 
and a new election, which we asked for.” 

After the filing of Pressley v. Casar in 
January 2015, a discovery hearing followed 
in March in the 201st Judicial District 
Court of Travis County. Casar requested 
the case be ruled a “frivolous lawsuit,” and 
the judge agreed to consider the request. 
Yet information necessary for proving 
Pressley’s case was placed off-limits to her. 
The judge restricted the types of evidence 
she’d be permitted to access for building 
her case, specifically, voting machine soft- 
ware, memory cards and programs, or e- 
mail messages relating to the election. 

But the information she did acquire in 
discovery revealed some irregularities: 
First, election envelopes were printed 


JBS Council Member Ron Britton talks with Dr. Pressley in Austin, Texas. For almost 60 years, 
The John Birch Society has been dedicated to building an informed electorate, and Dr. Pressley’s 


story illustrates why. 
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Electronic voting machines were introduced in Texas about 15 years ago, along with countywide 
voting. Promises made to voters about the machines’ integrity do not match reality. 


with an instruction to election judges not 
to print the required Results/Tally tapes. 

And remember the Audit Logs? The 
county, as an informal third party to the 
suit, was ordered to produce them (from 
the main tabulating computer), along 
with the voter lists, copies of envelopes, 
and other election records. Included were 
records showing that memory cards were 
incorrectly handled, along with evidence 
of extended log-ons, and a copy of the let- 
ter from the Elections Division of the SOS 
office, instructing Travis County not to 
print the Tally Tapes for the general elec- 
tion. However, County Clerk DeBeauvoir 
claimed that the waiver from the Elections 
Division applied to the run-off, effectively 
waiving state law. 

Part of what Pressley hadn’t known ini- 
tially was later revealed in a detailed ex- 
amination of those Audit Logs. Memory 
card corruptions had occurred nine dif- 
ferent times on election night at the tally 
computer during vote tabulation. The tab- 
ulation was corrupted. According to an ex- 
pert witness, corruption errors damage the 
credibility of the vote counting process. 

Pressley states, “No ballot tabulation 
process should ever register a corruption 
error, let alone be out of public view, yet 
machines are taken away, cards are taken 
off site, etc., as we found in my case from 
the audit log.” 

“We were prohibited from accessing the 
software to understand why the memory 
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cards were corrupted. As far as we know, 
this is the first time anyone has ever ac- 
quired an Audit Log. In Texas, they can’t 
be obtained without a lawsuit. Without 
them, challengers won’t have a way to 
know card corruption is occurring. At best, 
it’s inaccurate. At worst, it’s evidence of 
election corruption or vote-flipping.” 

In May 2015, the judge granted Casar’s 
request for a “No Evidence Summary 
Judgment” (NESJ — the requested “friv- 
ilous lawsuit” ruling), declaring there 
wasn’t enough evidence to merit a trial, 
instead of ordering the new election Press- 
ley expected. 

Pressley notes, “We were penalized for 
not having enough evidence, and were 
prohibited from getting it!” 

“Not only that, we were told if we re- 
frained from appealing the ruling, my op- 
ponent wouldn’t pursue sanctions!” But 
appeal she did, and sanctions for $90,000 
were handed to her and her attorney — es- 
sentially awards for Casar’s attorney fees. 

The following month, the appeal proc- 
ess found Team Pressley in the State of 
Texas Third Court of Appeals. Appeal- 
ing Casar’s motion for an NESJ, Pressley 
presented the discovery evidence (Audit 
Logs, poll-watchers affidavits stating 
tapes weren’t printed, envelope copies, 
and the expert witness declaration stating 
that Ballot Images and Cast Vote Records 
aren’t the same nor could the vote tabula- 
tion process be trusted). 


After requesting that the NESJ and 
the sanctions be overturned, Pressley 
asked for a ruling defining a legal Bal- 
lot Image. Such a ruling is crucial to her 
case, and the future of vote integrity in 
Texas. If, as she claims, the BI and what 
currently passes for one (CVR) are de- 
cided to be two different things, then 
the codified Texas statute should stand. 
Then, the only available legal BIs in her 
race, the absentee voting paper records 
that showed a tie, form the basis for her 
new-election request. 

If a legal BI can’t be retained by the 
machine, as required by law, Pressley 
questions why the process that produced 
the problem in the first place should be 
repeated in a new election. Her solution? 
A paper ballot election. 

And finally, she pled that the SOS 
Elections Division be prompted to cease 
issuing waivers to law (that Tally Tapes 
needn’t be printed) in Travis County and 
to require tape printing. 

In the meantime, three judges assigned to 
consider the appeal demanded an oral argu- 
ment, indicating they questioned the “frivo- 
lous lawsuit” decision. After presenting said 
argument in April 2016, the parties await a 
tuling. Since the case involves a challenged 
election, the appeal is automatically acceler- 
ated. If challenged election claims are found 
to be legitimate, the “winner” holds the seat 
illegally, so since terms of office are finite, 
quick decisions are merited. 

Along the way, Pressley was invited 
by a friend to speak about the case at his 
county’s Tea Party club, then began re- 
ceiving invitations from Democrat, Tea 
Party, Libertarian, and Republican clubs, 
and retiree, environmental, and other 
groups all over the state. She adds, “It’s 
a non-partisan issue — everyone’s inter- 
ested in election integrity.” 

But as she began telling the story, she 
learned that irregularities weren’t restrict- 
ed to Travis County. Although Travis is the 
only county germane to the suit, the impli- 
cations are important statewide. Election 
judges, voters, precinct chairs, campaign 
workers, and others stepped up to say 
they weren’t producing the tapes either, 
because they’d also received the SOS let- 
ter! Some judges, not seeing the waiver 
themselves, were told by county election 
officers not to print tapes. Some, without 
seeing the waiver, had simply chosen not 
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to print tapes; one precinct election judge 
even reported that machines in his county 
aren’t programmed to do so. 

Other election workers told Pressley, 
“We can’t even produce a Ballot Image 
from that machine!” Candidates reported 
they hadn’t asked for recounts because 
no one was keeping BIs to count. Several 
sensed something was wrong but didn’t 
pursue it, or know how. 

The question now became even big- 
ger. The waivers of law had come directly 
from the secretary of state’s office (ac- 
countable to the attorney general’s and 
governor’s offices). And contradicting 
state law, counties were told that the le- 
gally required Ballot Images weren’t nec- 
essary. Pressley posits the SOS is waiving 
law, violating its own election handbook 
by not enforcing the uniform code required 
by the statute, and that neither paperless 
voting machine system used in Texas can 
produce a BI as defined by Texas’ voting 
code on election day. When questioned 
by TNA about how the voting machines 
were used, neither manufacturer of these 
systems used in Texas would comment. 

However, an answer came from one 
Frank Dobrovolny, an attorney in Chero- 
kee County who already had concerns of 
his own. He also has an innate distrust of 
the electronic system, and when he heard 


Pressley’s presentation, he decided not to 
remain passive. Questioning how safe elec- 
tions are, he reviewed the Texas Election 
Code, specifically the portion requiring 
electronic systems to include “ballot image 
storage, and result tabulation.” To Dobro- 
volny, this says what it means, and means 
what it says, and it facilitates recounts. 

Taking it upon himself to research the 
matter, he found on the U.S. Patent Office 
website the patent for Hart InterCivic, a sys- 
tem used in Texas, which claims the ability 
to produce the Ballot Images. Dobrovolny 
queried Pete Lichtenheld, Hart’s V.P. of op- 
erations, “Why don’t your machines store 
ballot images in accordance with State law 
and why do you believe a CVR is a suitable 
substitute for a ballot image?” 

The V.P. responded that his company has 
“no legal duty to provide an image of what 
the voter sees,” and that “a Cast Vote Rec- 
ord is the same thing as a ballot image.” 

Dobrovolny continued, “He wouldn’t 
confirm or deny the capability of his com- 
pany’s machines to do what its patents claim 
they can do. I’m left with this question: 
“If Hart InterCivic possesses the patented 
technology to store ‘a direct representation 
of the voter’s selection as displayed to the 
voter as a redundant image of the ballot’ 
and if our laws require the machines to do 
so, then why are they providing machines 


Dr. Pressley has given over 90 presentations around the Lone Star State. She is shown here 
speaking in Seguin, Texas, in July 2016, invited by Texas Election Integrity. 


all over Texas that are failing to do so?” 

Alicia Pierce in the State Elections Di- 
vision told TNA that the SOS has discre- 
tion to alter procedure whenever a county 
asks for modification, without violating 
state statute. And she reiterated DeBeau- 
voir’s claim that “Cast Vote Record” and 
“Ballot Image” are interchangeable terms, 
therefore, interchangeable records. She 
supplied TNA with portions of the code 
that she claimed permit procedural dis- 
cretion, but none of the statutes apply to 
the specific serial numbers absent from 
the Cast Vote Records. This is critical 
— ballot serial numbers are required by 
the Texas Constitution. That cannot be 
changed without a vote by the people. 

Laura Pressley isn’t the only Texan with 
a beef about this. For some time, Texas 
State Senator Bob Hall has had misgivings 
about the potential for fraud presented by 
electronic voting. He remembered first see- 
ing an electronic machine and immediately 
thinking it was an opportunity for anyone 
who knew what he was doing to manipulate 
results. He’d read reports of irregularities 
and speculated his fears could be real. 

So he’d invited Keith Ingram from 
the Elections Division, the author of the 
waiver letter, to his office to address those 
concerns. Ingram showed up but left with- 
out satisfying Hall’s questions. In fact, the 
senator told TNA that Ingram had issued 
multiple waiver letters over the years, 
regarding different aspects of the voting 
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Texas Senator Bob Hall has long been concerned about electronic voting in Texas. His challenge to 
the Elections Division of the Texas secretary of state’s office created more questions than answers. 


statutes. Specifically, Hall learned that, 
when Texas first changed precinct voting 
to countywide, Ingram had waived the 
Tally Tape requirement, claiming it would 
“take too long” for election judges to pro- 
duce them. Hall rightly concludes that im- 
portant checks and balances were removed 
from the process. 

He recounts he’s been asked, “““Where’s 
evidence of fraud?’ Of course, there isn’t 
any! It can’t be gotten! The system’s de- 
signed to prohibit getting evidence, by pre- 
venting access. There’s simply no way to 
document what has happened in a machine 
— in other words, no paper trail. Electrons 
have no memory, no history, no identity 
so they can’t tell what happened. Bottom 
line? You cannot validate a machine with- 
out a paper trail or be confident the results 
are what voters intended.” 

Karen Renick, founder and co-director of 
VoteRescue, a non-partisan election integ- 
rity group based in Austin, goes even fur- 
ther, saying electronic voting without paper 
backups amounts to “secret vote counting.” 

Hall has authored several bills for in- 
troduction in Texas’ biennial legislative 
session in January, addressing the early 
voting, precinct versus countywide vot- 
ing, and required paper backup. He’d like 
to see tabulation results produced right 
at the precinct level, with witnesses. In 
order to do all that, the equipment must 
be capable of providing a paper trail. And 
he’d like to see significant felony penal- 
ties for violators. 

“IT know the system will never be per- 
fect. For instance, a system could be pro- 
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grammed to deliver a majority vote to a 
pre-determined candidate without any 
anomalies showing up in the total count. 
Because the program destroys itself, there 
is no way to validate what happened. We 
can do better.” 

He concludes, “The elections division of 
the SOS has been given authority to issue 
waivers concerning specific peculiarities 
with the machines. But it was never intend- 
ed to restructure the checks and balances 
written into the Texas statute!” 

And Pressley explains this concept in 
her suit, “The SOS shall not make any 
claim or waiver that violates the State 
Constitution” — of which the election 
code is a part. 

She adds, “These computerized voting 
machines were introduced in Texas around 
2001 along with a slew of laws, and prom- 
ises of impeccable computer security and 
paper back up records. ‘Trust us,’ we were 
told. Well, what happened over the next 
15 years was something very different 
from what Texas voters were promised... 
All counties across the state are subject to 
the same legal requirements and election 
laws — right? Depends who’s watching 
the store. Fast forward, in 2016 we are far 
from the legislative intent of honest, veri- 
fiable and true elections in Texas.” 

The result? No paper backup. The con- 
sequence? No checks and balances occur. 
What this says to Pressley is that votes 
don’t count in Texas. 

But Texas is a Red State, so the Repub- 
lican State Convention made additions to 
the platform: support for enforcement of 


tape printing in all counties, support for 
all means of protecting election integrity, 
including optional use of paper ballots, 
and opposition to countywide polling lo- 
cations, due to heightened fraud potential. 
Skeptics note that the party routinely ig- 
nores its own platform, though. 

The result of this precedent-setting case 
will be case law, possibly marking a para- 
digm shift for future candidates consider- 
ing recounts. 

As for Dr. Pressley? A favorable ruling 
will provide the basis for her case to go to 
trial, and evidence not yet in play can be 
presented, specifically, the corrupted cards, 
which throw suspicion everywhere. If it 
goes south, she could appeal to the Texas 
Supreme Court, arguing the constitutional- 
ity of counting legally accepted documents 
vs. counting documents not meeting legal 
standards. At best, she’ll get a new election. 

Pressley’s case epitomizes folks’ con- 
cerns about electronic voting. While this 
year’s November election seems to be 
especially important, we posit that your 
locals are no less so. And the ubiquitous 
electronic voting process can be fraught 
with land mines. That this case has devel- 
oped at all is significant, especially the 
subsequent revelation that state officials 
are ignoring written law. 

Dobrovolny wraps it up nicely: “A 
Cast Vote Record is a firewall breach. 
We can’t look at how voters voted, only 
at how HartIntercivic says they voted. 
It lacks much of what our Constitution 
requires of a ballot and violates election 
code, which is unacceptable. And we’ve 
contracted out our ability to authenticate 
ballots to private corporations. We must 
have complete control over the authen- 
tication of every ballot, and be jealous 
guardians of each and every right includ- 
ing the right to vote. We should ensure 
that the right to vote includes the right 
and duty to authenticate every ballot, our- 
selves, at the local level. We should never 
allow third parties to interpret for us the 
selections made by voters.” 

Responsibility ultimately lies with the 
voter. Knowing candidates and issues isn’t 
enough; know the process. TNA has also 
long been an advocate of constitutionally 
educated voters. Had Laura Pressley not 
known, or learned, the Texas Constitution 
and the election code, this story would be 
quite different. Hi 
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CONVENTION OF STATES SIMULATION 
Fails to Dispel “Runaway Threat” 


The Article V Convention of States simulation failed to refute the “runaway convention’ 
objection while misleading the public to believe revising the Constitution, not enforcing it, 
is the solution to Big Government. 


by Christian Gomez 


( ile V Co proponents of an Ar- 
ticle V Convention, also known 
as a constitutional convention or 

“Convention of States,” have long con- 

tended that such a convention would never 

become a runaway convention that would 
rewrite the Constitution. Furthermore, 
they have maintained that such a conven- 
tion would only consider a single or limit- 
ed number of proposed amendments, such 
as a Balanced Budget Amendment (BBA). 

However, as pro-Article V convention ad- 

vocacy groups ramp up their efforts, it is 

becoming increasingly evident that such 
assurances are less than accurate. 

On September 21 to 23, 2016, the Con- 
vention of States Project (COS) hosted 
their first ever “Article V Convention of 
States Simulation.” By invitation only, 
current and former state legislators, as 
well as several state legislative candidates, 
from all 50 states attended the self-pro- 
claimed historic event in Williamsburg, 
Virginia. Referred to as commissioners, 
the state legislators deliberated, proposed, 
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and quickly passed a litany of amend- 
ments that they would like to see added to 
the Constitution. 

For those unfamiliar with COS, it is a 
project of Citizens for Self-Governance, 
which was founded by Mark Meckler, the 
former co-founder of Tea Party Patriots 
and co-host of the 2011 bipartisan Harvard 
Conference on the Constitutional Conven- 
tion (ConConCon) along with left-wing 
convention advocate Professor Lawrence 
Lessig. COS was also co-founded by con- 
stitutional attorney and well-known home- 
school advocate Michael Farris, who first 
suggested the idea of promoting an Article 
V convention to Meckler. 

The stated objective of COS is to get 
at least 34 states (two-thirds of the states 
in accordance with Article V of the Con- 
stitution) to apply to Congress to call a 
convention “limited to proposing amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United 
States that impose fiscal restraints on the 
federal government, limit the power and 
jurisdiction of the federal government, 
and limit the terms of office for its offi- 
cials and for members of Congress.” 


Unlike the movement for a convention 
to propose a Balanced Budget Amend- 
ment (BBA), which currently has 28 
states with outstanding applications, COS 
is much further away from the needed 34 
states to force Congress to call a conven- 
tion. Since COS first launched on October 
2013, their model application has passed 
in the legislatures of eight states (Georgia, 
Alaska, Florida, Alabama, Tennessee, In- 
diana, Oklahoma, and Louisiana). 

In COS’s introductory video commen- 
tary to the live-stream of the simulation, 
COS co-founder Mark Meckler said of the 
simulation, “This is the real deal. This is 
kind of like the precursor to the real Super 
Bowl. It’s sort of a dress rehearsal.” (Em- 
phasis added.) In other words, according 
to Meckler, the event constituted not just 
a mere gathering of state legislators, but 
rather the first concrete phase in amend- 
ing the Constitution via an Article V con- 
vention. “The actual convention doesn’t 
take place without this convention first,” 
Meckler later stated. 

Throughout the course of the simula- 
tion, Meckler compared it to the Annapolis 
Convention of 1786 that preceded the Phil- 
adelphia Convention of 1787. Of course, 
it was during the Philadelphia Convention 
that the Articles of Confederation were re- 
placed with the current Constitution. Dur- 
ing the intermission hour on the last day 
of the three-day simulation, Meckler made 
his point with the following statement: 


History will record this event. Those 
of you who are watching, I mean this 
with all sincerity, you ought to write 
this down. You ought to put it in your 
diary or your journal. If you know 
American history you know that 
the Annapolis Convention is critical 
to the whole process of the draft- 
ing of the Constitution and passage 
ultimately. And when people study 
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CONSTITUTION 


Was the COS simulation a faithful representation of 
how an actual Article V convention would operate? 

If so, then the longstanding claims by Article V 
convention advocates that such a convention would 
be limited to a single or a small number of predefined 
amendment proposals is false. 


1787, the convention, they have to 
look back to Annapolis. This is the 
equivalent to Annapolis in my opin- 
ion. [Emphasis added. ] 


Is Meckler right? Is the COS simulation 
the equivalent to the Annapolis Conven- 
tion? While only time will tell whether or 
not COS is successful in having its model 
Article V application passed in 34 states 
in order for Congress to call a convention, 
one thing that is certain is that Meckler’s 
convention simulation was just that — a 
simulation. It was a mock convention with 
no more real power on constitutional mat- 
ters than a group of high-school and col- 
lege students has on affecting actual global 
policies at a model UN meeting. Except 
rather than being high-school or college 
students, these invited delegates were, for 
the most part, actual current and former 
state legislators, none of whom were offi- 
cially authorized or sent by their respective 
state legislatures. Instead, the simulation 
delegates were handpicked and personally 
invited by COS, which completely organ- 
ized the entire three-day simulation and 
also paid for the travel, lodging, and lunch 
expenses for the delegates. 

Most of the legislative delegates pres- 
ent were none other than the very spon- 
sors and co-sponsors that have introduced 
the COS model applications in their leg- 
islatures. Despite wishful thinking and 
claims to the contrary by Meckler and 
Farris that the simulation is exactly how a 
real convention would operate, there is no 
guarantee that the legislative sponsors of 
the convention applications would be the 
delegates sent by their states to the actual 
convention. And unlike the delegates to 
the Annapolis Convention, the well-mean- 
ing and good-intentioned simulation del- 
egates had no official power or authoriza- 
tion from their states. Those who attended 
were there of their own free choice. While 
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the results of COS’s efforts are yet to be 
determined, the simulation they organized 
will have no real bearing on an actual con- 
vention in the future. 

Notwithstanding the fact that Article V 
of the Constitution does not provide for 
or require any preliminary convention, 
Meckler continued to exalt the grandeur 
of the simulation and boast of its future 
place in history, saying: 


And when historians study it, when 
our kids, and our grandkids, and our 
great-grand kids study it, yes they 
will study when we actually hold the 
convention but they will say, “how 
did this happen?” And they will 
look to history and they will look 
to this event. They’ll want to know 
who was here. They’Il want to know 
what was said. They’ ll want to know 


what amendments were debated and 
passed. This is literally extraordi- 
narily history in the making. [Em- 
phasis added. ] 


The biggest take away from both Meck- 
ler and COS co-founder Michael Farris 
was their insistence, both during and after 
the simulated convention, that the simu- 
lation is exactly how the real Article V 
convention would occur. However, was 
the COS simulation a faithful representa- 
tion of how an actual Article V conven- 
tion would operate? If so, then the long- 
standing claims by Article V convention 
advocates that such a convention would 
be limited to a single or a small number 
of predefined amendment proposals is 
false. And if not, then this simulated con- 
vention will only serve to confuse people 
about what would happen at an actual Ar- 
ticle V convention. 

Before proceeding with an analysis of 
the simulated convention and its claims 
that it exactly depicted what would hap- 
pen at a real Article V convention, it is 
important to note what happened at the 
simulation. The three-day event was by 
invitation only, and no outside media 
presence was permitted. On the first day, 
137 delegates representing all 50 states 
were greeted and welcomed to historic 


Mark Meckler, the founder and president of Citizens for Self-Governance and co-founder of 
the Convention of States Project, repeatedly made the case that the simulation was exactly how 
the real Article V convention would operate, going so far as saying that the simulation “is the 
equivalent to Annapolis,” the convention that preceded the original Constitutional Convention. 
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Colonial Williamsburg, where the simu- 
lation was held. 

On the second day, the delegates went 
to work in their respective committee as- 
signments, which were organized and 
largely determined by COS. Using Mi- 
chael Farris’ COS amendment proposals 
as their basis, the delegates had one day 
to hammer out the language and details 
of the amendments they would be pro- 
posing on the floor the following day. As 
Farris admitted in interviews during the 
live-stream on the third and final day, 
he was present in the room advising the 
delegates on the wording of the proposed 
amendments. He continued his advisory 
role with delegates the next day as he met 
with groups of legislators in the halls of 
the convention, suggesting tweaks to the 
wording of various amendment proposals. 

The third and final day was broadcast 
live-stream via YouTube for both the 
public and media to watch. The delegates 
gathered together in a convention-type 
format with Utah State Representative 
Ken Ivory sitting front and center on the 
stage and wielding the gavel as the presi- 
dent of the convention, the same role oc- 
cupied by George Washington at the Phila- 
delphia Convention. To his left and right 
were the secretary and parliamentarian, 
both of whom were COS employees. The 
simulation did not utilize the convention 
tules recently adopted by the Assembly of 
State Legislatures (ASL) during their June 
2016 meeting. ASL is a rival organization, 
composed entirely of state legislators, also 
dedicated to convening an Article V con- 
vention for proposing amendments. 

Unlike COS, which markets itself to a 
conservative audience, ASL openly boasts 
of its bipartisan leadership of both Repub- 
licans and Democrats working together. 
Of the 137 delegates invited by COS to 
represent all 50 states, only four could be 
identified as Democrats (State Senator Joan 
Carter Conway of Maryland, State Repre- 
sentative Kris Roberts of New Hampshire, 
State Representative Bill Patmon of Ohio, 
and State Senator Elizabeth Crowley of 
Rhode Island). The remaining 133 del- 
egates were Republicans, with the excep- 
tion of one, State Senator Laura Ebke of 
Nebraska, who recently switched her party 
affiliation from Republican to Libertarian. 

Thus, the COS simulated convention 
had a 96-percent Republican representa- 
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Professor Lawrence Lessig, a left-wing Article V convention advocate who is regarded as 
the godfather of the campaign finance reform movement, has had a longstanding association 
with Mark Meckler. Meckler teamed up with Lessig to host the Conference on a Constitutional 


Convention (ConConCon) in 2011. 


tion. There was not a single progressive 
delegate from the most progressive states 
in the Union, such as California, Illinois, 
Massachusetts, New York, Oregon, and 
Washington. Nevertheless, both Meckler 
and Farris maintain that this is exactly how 
areal Article V convention would be. 

An actual Article V convention would 
be host to large numbers of moderate and 
liberal delegates, and unfortunately likely 
would have no grassroots conservative 
delegates from even the strongest of Red 
states, such as Montana and Wyoming, 
which despite having Republican ma- 
jorities in their state legislatures do not 
have conservative majorities, much less 
constitutionalist majorities. Instead, the 
Wyoming and Montana legislatures are 
composed predominantly of moderate and 
liberal Republicans, much like the Repub- 
lican majority in the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives under Speakers John Boehner 
and Paul Ryan. 

Since the vast majority of legislative 
co-sponsors for COS-style applications 
are presumably conservative Republi- 
cans, they would stand little to no chance 
of being selected to represent their states 
at a real convention, even supposing that 
the delegates would be state legislators. In 
all likelihood, if the delegates were chosen 
by and among the state legislators, the del- 
egates would most likely reflect the lead- 
ership or party majority of their respective 
legislature. This means there would be 
totally different faces from those seen at 
the COS simulation, especially from the 


aforementioned progressive states of Cali- 
fornia, Illinois, Massachusetts, New York, 
Oregon, and Washington. 

Despite the overwhelming number of 
Republican delegates, there was still much 
disagreement over the wording and lan- 
guage of the proposed amendments. Never- 
theless, in less than six hours the delegates 
quickly introduced, debated, and passed the 
following six amendment proposals: 

1. Debt Limitation Amendment (DLA), 
requiring a two-thirds vote in both cham- 
bers of Congress to approve an increase of 
the public debt for a period lasting no lon- 
ger than one year. This amendment would 
become effective three years from the date 
of its ratification. 

2. Limiting Congress’ power of regu- 
lating commerce to the “sale, shipment, 
transportation, or other movement of 
goods, articles or persons.” It also prohib- 
its Congress from regulating any activity 
solely on the basis that it affects commerce 
among the states. This amendment would 
become effective five years from the date 
of its ratification. 

3. Congressional term limits of no more 
than six full two-year terms for members 
of the House of Representatives and no 
more than two full six-year terms for 
members of the Senate. 

4. State abrogation amendment, requir- 
ing a minimum of three-fifths of the leg- 
islatures of the states in order to abrogate 
(i.e., nullify) any “federal law issued by 
the Congress, President, or Administrative 
Agencies of the United States, whether in 
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the form of a statute, decree, order, regula- 
tion, rule, opinion, decision....” 

5. Repeal the 16th Amendment, prohibit 
all federal taxes on gifts and estates, and 
prohibit any new taxes or tax increases 
unless approved by three-fifths of both 
houses of Congress. 

6. Providing for an easy congressional 
override of “any proposed or existing fed- 
eral administrative regulation, in whole or 
in part.” 

On the surface these proposed amend- 
ments may sound good. And, we agree that 
repeal of the 16th Amendment and ending 
death taxes would be a good idea. However, 
what’s really needed instead of a flurry of 
new amendments is to increase the un- 
derstanding of our constitutional republic 
among voters to the extent that they will 
elect congressmen who will enforce the 
Constitution we already have. 

For example, various conservatives have 
estimated that only 20 percent of congres- 
sional spending is authorized by Article I, 
Section 8 (the section that grants enumerat- 
ed powers to Congress) of the Constitution. 
Rather than adding “Band-Aid” amend- 
ments to the Constitution, what’s needed 
is for voters to force Congress to begin 
cutting the 80 percent of unconstitutional 
programs they have been authorizing. 
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After the simulation, COS sent out an 
email describing it as a “Complete Suc- 
cess.” But what if Meckler and Farris 
are wrong, what if the simulation is not 
how a real Article V convention would 
operate? 

A real Article V convention would not 
be called by COS, Meckler, and Farris, 
but by Congress, which would likely de- 
termine the location, date, and parameters 
of the convention, such as the mode of se- 
lecting delegates and whether or not each 
state would have one vote or if it would 
be proportional by population. However, 
once the delegates arrived at the conven- 
tion, they would be able to set up their own 
rules, unbound by any previous rules or 
recommendations set by Congress, ASL, or 
COS. In fact, COS would likely have little 
influence over the convention, because it 
would be just one of many outside lobby- 
ists trying to influence the convention. COS 
had the unique situation of being the only 
lobbyist group at the simulated convention 
because it was a COS event. Besides, since 
the simulation had no real power, there was 
no reason why any outside groups would 
attempt to interfere. 

Meckler and Farris both stated 
throughout the course of the simulation 
that their convention proved that a real 
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Republican State Representative Ken Ivory of Utah was elected president of the COS simulation 
by the convention delegates, 96 percent of whom were Republicans. 
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Article V convention would not be a run- 
away convention. Of course the simula- 
tion was not a runaway convention, nor 
was there ever any likely possibility that 
it would become one because the del- 
egates had no real power, thus there was 
no temptation to abuse or go beyond their 
power. Furthermore, the vast majority of 
delegates were supporters of Article V 
conventions, so it was in their interest 
to help “prove” that such a convention 
would not become a runaway. However, 
a real Article V convention would have 
the inherent power to be a runaway con- 
vention because it would supersede the 
power of Congress and would possess 
the power of the sovereign people to alter 
or abolish the current Constitution as its 
delegates would see fit. 

Furthermore, the simulation delegates 
only proposed COS-approved amend- 
ments. They did not introduce the much 
sought-after Balanced Budget Amend- 
ment, for which 28 states have already 
applied to Congress to call a convention, 
nor was there any mention of the proposed 
campaign finance reform amendment to 
overturn the Supreme Court decision in 
the Citizens United v. FEC case, as advo- 
cated by Professor Lawrence Lessig and 
left-wing Article V convention groups 
such as Move To Amend and Wolf-PAC. 
At areal Article V convention, especially 
one not made up of 96 percent Republi- 
can delegates, the Wolf-PAC campaign 
finance reform amendment would likely 
be proposed and debated among the del- 
egates, as would other liberal proposals 
such as a repeal or gutting of the Second 
Amendment. 

Furthermore, unless Michael Farris 
was fortunate enough to be selected as a 
delegate for his home state of Virginia, 
which has so far rejected the COS Article 
V application, then he would likely not 
be allowed anywhere near the committee 
drafting rooms. 

As fun as the simulation may have been 
for Farris, Meckler, and other COS enthu- 
siasts to watch or be a part of, it was not an 
accurate depiction of what a real Article V 
convention would be. 

Here’s one thing we can be certain 
of: The COS simulated convention did 
not prove that an actual Article V con- 
vention would not become a runaway 
convention. 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ OCTOBER 24, 2016 


BOOK REVIEW 


Giving Liberty a Fighting Chance 
One of Ron Paul's right-hand men, Adam Dick, has put together a collection of articles on 
the foolishness of the Big Government position on guns, drugs, surveillance, and more. 


Leviathan Government 


Apam Dick 


by Laurence M. Vance 


A Tipping Point for Liberty: Exposing 
and Defeating Leviathan Government, 
by Adam Dick, Ron Paul Institute for 
Peace and Prosperity, 2016, 286 pages, 
paperback. 


dam Dick may not be a household 
An but his employer certainly 
is. For 10 years, Dick worked in 
Ron Paul’s congressional office as his as- 
sistant for correspondence regarding all 
issues and as his primary aide regarding 
the issues of drug prohibition, gun rights, 
property rights, free speech, religion, and 
the District of Columbia. After Dr. Paul 
retired from Congress and founded the 
Ron Paul Institute for Peace and Prosper- 
ity, it was only natural that he would ask 
Dick to assist him in the endeavor as a 
senior fellow. 
A Tipping Point for Liberty: Expos- 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


ing and Defeating Leviathan Govern- 
ment (hereafter just A Tipping Point for 
Liberty) collects together over 100 of 
Dick’s articles written for the Ron Paul 
Institute for Peace and Prosperity during 
the period from 2013 to 2015. The title 
of the book comes from Dick’s January 
14, 2014, article titled “A Tipping Point 
for Liberty Against Leviathan” that refer- 
ences Malcolm Gladwell’s book The Tip- 
ping Point: How Little Things Can Make 
a Big Difference. Dick explains that the 
title expresses an optimism that he and 
Dr. Paul share “regarding the period in 
time in which we now live.” Although 
“there is much reason to be concerned 
about the growth of the police state, mili- 
tarism, and mass surveillance in Amer- 
ica,” Dick believes that “rather sudden 
changes can occur in political systems 
that seem nearly omnipotent.” The dark 
hours for America may be “occurring just 
before the dawn of liberty.” But Dick is 
no romantic. He presents no timeline and 
makes no predictions. Whether a tipping 
point is near or far, “people who value 
respect for liberty at home and a non- 
interventionist foreign policy can con- 
tinue their educational efforts to lay the 
groundwork for change.” Dick sees his 
book as helping to “spread some of the 
ideas needed to ensure that liberty and 
peace prevail.” 

A Tipping Point for Liberty is easy to 
read even though its subject matter may 
make one uneasy: Its 105 articles on about 
300 pages are each generally just a few 
pages long. The book is divided into eight 
unequal parts, each containing from four 
to 27 articles. These parts are The Drug 
War, The Police State, Militarism, Sur- 
veillance, Guns, Government Chicanery, 
Ron Paul and Libertarianism, and This 
and That. The first four parts are the meat 
of the book and account for the majority 
of its content. The book also contains a 
foreword by Ron Paul and a preface by 
the author. Because of the nature of the 
book, there are no footnotes and no bibli- 


ography. Within each part of the book, the 
articles are arranged chronologically. It is 
very helpful that the original date each ar- 
ticle was published is given. But the book 
is not “old news” that merely chronicles 
the government’s latest attacks on indi- 
vidual liberty, private property, and eco- 
nomic freedom. Although each article is 
based on something going on in govern- 
ment or society at the time it was written, 
the principles of the freedom philosophy 
that the author adeptly applies to each 
event or issue make the articles just as 
relevant now as when they were written. 

Dick pulls no punches in the first part 
of the book on the drug war, a futile cru- 
sade that he describes as “a decades long 
travesty the US government uses to ex- 
pand its power, enrich special interests, 
and trample liberty.” The drug war has 
led to “courts being more accepting of 
the surveillance, entrapment, and other 
practices outside historic American legal 
limits that are used regularly in the name 
of fighting terrorism.” The drug war has 
been “used as an excuse for vast expan- 
sion of police practices including covert 
surveillance, sting operations, pretext 
traffic stops, asset seizures without any 
court hearing whatsoever, and SWAT 
team raids on homes and businesses.” 
The drug war has created an “excep- 
tion” to the Fourth Amendment. Dick 
takes the view that Americans have the 
“right” to use drugs without interference 
from the federal government. He argues 
that “practical arguments alone stacked 
from here to the moon will be of little 
persuasive value so long as the rights ar- 
gument is not widely accepted.” He sees 
nothing civilized about the government 
“arresting people and throwing them in 
jail for making the choice to use, buy, or 
sell marijuana.” 

Part two of the book on the police 
state contains the greatest number of ar- 
ticles (27). Two major themes here are 
the abuses of the Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA) and the militariza- 
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tion of local police forces. 
The TSA “PreCheck” pro- 
gram is an “extortion rack- 
et” that is no different from 
“the old extortion rackets of 
hooligans selling protection 
from themselves to store 
owners and raiders from 
the countryside demanding 
that residents of a town pay 
tribute.” The TSA “No Fly” 
list is “abominable” and vio- 
lates the Fifth Amendment’s 
prohibition of the govern- 
ment depriving any person 
of “life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law.” 
Dick faults Congress for at- 
tempting to improve the 
TSA instead of eliminating 
it and “restoring respect for 
a significant portion of free- 
dom denied since the begin- 
ning of this century.” Huge 
transfers of weapons and 
equipment from the U.S. De- 
partment of Defense (DOD) 
to local police departments have merely 
helped to militarize them and done little 
to advance public safety. But this milita- 
rization is also being fueled “with billions 
of dollars obtained through asset seizures 
that amount to highway robbery under 
the guise of law enforcement.” 

Militarism is the general subject of the 
19 diverse articles in part three of A Tip- 
ping Point for Liberty. Here Dick makes 
the case that President Obama’s targeted 
killings via drone strikes are not just il- 
legal and unconstitutional, but also “more 
active and more flagrant in lawlessness 
than the program Obama inherited from 
President George W. Bush.” Dick terms 
U.S. military spending as “bloated” 
because it is “nearly equal to the com- 
bined military spending of the rest of the 
world.” Throughout this part of the book, 
Dick contrasts the noninterventionist for- 
eign policy of the Founders with the reck- 
less and belligerent foreign policy views 
of the warmongers in both parties, from 
the leadership on down. 

The surveillance state is chronicled 
and critiqued in part four of the book. 
Dick describes the surveillance state for 
what it is: totalitarian. The congressional 
“reforms” to the federal government’s 
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spying programs merely “provide cover 
for continuing liberty violations.” Al- 
though some congressmen think the Na- 
tional Security Agency (NSA) is collect- 
ing too little of our private information, 
Dick agrees with Ron Paul that govern- 
ment’s mass surveillance program should 
be ended and the NSA gotten rid of. But 
it’s not just the federal government that is 
a spymaster. The feds are also “working 
with states to expand quickly the use of 
facial recognition surveillance.” 

The most important part of the sec- 
ond half of A Tipping Point for Liberty 
is part five, on the topic of guns. Dick 
does not simply regurgitate National 
Rifle Association (NRA) talking points. 
In fact, he is critical of the NRA for its 
efforts to “expand both government data- 
bases of people’s private information and 
legal prohibitions on who may purchase 
and own guns.” Dick praises the state of 
Kansas for adopting a bill to legalize “the 
carrying of concealed handguns by many 
people in Kansas without the require- 
ment that they first pay a fee, take a class, 
obtain a permit, or provide personal in- 
formation for inclusion in a government 
database.” But the picture of gun rights in 
other states and on the federal level is not 


so rosy. Dick points out 
that New York has a “No 
Guns List,” with many of 
the names listed based on 
reports the state receives 
from medical workers. 
The reports help gov- 
ernment bureaucrats de- 
termine whether a fire- 
arms license should be 
suspended or revoked or 
whether a person should 
be ineligible for such a 
license in the first place. 
On the federal level, 
Dick discusses how the 
Department of Veterans 
Affairs (VA) sends men- 
tal health information 
about VA patients to the 
Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation (FBI) to “aid 
the FBI in adding indi- 
viduals to the National 
Instant Criminal Back- 
ground Check System 
(NICS) list of individu- 
als restricted from owning or possessing 
guns.” He also explains how the required 
completion of the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives form 
4473 violates the First, Second, Fifth, and 
10th Amendments to the Constitution. 

Aside from part seven of A Tipping 
Point for Liberty, which relates to Ron 
Paul, the person most mentioned and 
quoted in the book is Ron Paul Institute 
for Peace and Prosperity advisory board 
member (and Fox News personality) 
Judge Andrew Napolitano. Although not 
the book’s intention, the many references 
to Judge Napolitano will certainly steer 
the book’s readers to look into finding 
out more about him and reading his very 
important books that defend the Consti- 
tution and personal freedom and, like 
Dick’s work, expose the federal govern- 
ment as the greatest danger to individual 
liberty, peace, private property, prosper- 
ity, and economic freedom. 

America is indeed at a tipping point. I 
agree with Ron Paul’s conclusion in the 
book’s foreword that A Tipping Point for 
Liberty “is an important tool for spread- 
ing the education needed to ensure we 
can move onward to a world of liberty, 
peace, and prosperity.” 
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Shirts Galore 


When mom Deborah Skouson of St. 
George, Utah, discovered that her daugh- 
ter’s favorite shirt was no longer wear- 
able, she took to the Internet for help and, 
boy, did she get it. 

Skouson’s 10-year-old autistic daugh- 
ter, Cami, became “fixated” on a particu- 
lar shirt purchased from Target five years 
ago, according to Skouson. It is a simple 
pink shirt with flowers, but nevertheless 
was Cami’s favorite. It is no longer in 
production. 

Skouson knew her daughter would be 
devastated to learn that she would no lon- 
ger be able to wear it, and turned to social 
media for help. 

On August 7, she posted the following 
on Facebook: 


I need your help! As most of you 
know, my daughter Cami has au- 
tism. For the past 4-5 years, she has 
been fixated on THIS shirt. She got 
her first one in kindergarten 5 years 
ago, and we have found 4 more 
since then, mostly on eBay. Her 
current one is almost unwearable, 
and eBay has gone dry. This shirt 
is a CIRCO brand from TARGET. 
They were sold in 2011-2012. This 
is where you come in. We need an- 
other “pink flower shirt”, so will you 
please share this post or even just the 
photo? We will pay for the shirt and 
the shipping if someone would be 
kind enough to sell it to us. It has 
to be this exact shirt! We’ve tried 
similar shirts, and they don’t cut it 
with Cami! 


Incredibly, what started out as a plea to 
family and friends went viral after being 
shared by Oakland, California, news an- 
chor Frank Somerville. 

Before Skouson knew it, people from 
all over the nation, and the world, reached 
out to her and offered similar items from 
their very own closets. She received more 
than 150 shirts in the mail, including 
from people in the United Kingdom and 
Germany. 

What’s more, Target contacted Skouson 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


and offered to make the same exact shirt 
in adult sizes so that Cami can continue to 
wear her favorite shirt for years to come. 
For Skouson, the response has been 
overwhelming. “Apparently this struck 
a chord in people,” she said. “It’s been 
beautiful to see. The kindness that has 
been offered to us is overwhelming.” 


Home Depot-made 


Custom Walker 


Employees at a Home Depot in Richland 
Hills, Texas, showcased their creativity 
and engineering skills in an act of kind- 
ness that was surely appreciated by a dis- 
abled toddler and his family. 

Two-year-old Silus Johnson has Norrie 
disease — a rare disease that affects his 
ability to walk independently. His condi- 
tion renders it impossible for him to use 
traditional walkers sold in stores, so his 
grandfather decided that he would build 
a custom one for him to enable him to 
get around. 

Silus’ grandfather arrived at Home 
Depot in August to purchase the parts 
necessary to build the walker, and when 
he informed the store workers of his in- 
tent, they immediately volunteered their 
services. 

Assistant store manager Matthew 
Spencer and workers Eric Bindel and 
Chris Wright were happy to offer their 
assistance. 

Bindel told Fox 4 News, “I have a 
2-year-old of my own. I just dove right in 
and said ‘just drop it right there, give us 
his dimensions and we’ll get everything 
going for you and just build it for you 
for free.’” 

Spencer, Bindel, and Wright report- 
edly worked on the project on their days 
off. Using PVC pipe, foam guards, and 
adjustable broom handles, they created 
a walker that can be adjusted as Silus 
grows. 

Silus’ mother, Jessica Johnson, states 
that the walker has given her son a sense 
of independence that he had not been able 
to fully experience prior to the walker. “It 
helps him know that he can extend his 
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legs and push off and do things by him- 
self and be independent,” Johnson said. 

For that, she is beyond grateful for the 
three men who made it happen. “I prayed 
for them and I prayed God would bless 
their families because they definitely 
blessed ours,” she said. 

For Bindel, Wright, and Spencer, see- 
ing Silus enjoy his newfound freedom 
was a reward of its own. “As soon as we 
put him in there, it was just really cool. 
He started feeling around on it. You could 
tell he was happy. He was excited,” said 
Bindel. “He started laughing and then 
started using his little feet to push himself 
backwards. I had a big smile. Everybody 
had a big smile, maybe a couple little 
tears here and there.” 


Out of Sight 


While the Phillips family of Tenino, 
Washington, was on vacation, their 
neighbors acted quickly so that they did 
not return to a very unpleasant sight. 
King 5 News reported that the Phillips’ 
home and truck were vandalized while 
they were away, with vulgar and racist 
messages spray-painted on the exteriors. 
Neighbor Heidi Russell spotted it and 
enlisted the help of her fellow neighbors 
to throw a painting party so that they 
could cover up the obscene language. 
“Our biggest concern was getting this 
done before the family came home be- 
cause they have small children and we 
didn’t want them to see their truck or 
their home vandalized,” said Russell. 
The police officer who took the vandal- 
ism report even stayed to help paint. “I’m 
here to protect and serve,” said Police Of- 
ficer Wilson. “It aggravates me when this 
happens. I’m here to make it right.” 
CNN reported that by the time the 
Phillips family returned from their va- 
cation on August 20, all the evidence of 
vandalism was gone. They were report- 
edly “overwhelmed and shocked” by the 
neighbors’ actions, and were very happy 
that their young children did not have to 
see the messages left on both their home 
and vehicle. 
— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Dictators Dictating Elections 


Using a few basic strategies, would-be totalitarians can control elections to grant themselves 
unbridled power over countries. And unwary Americans have opened the door here. 


AP Images 


Taking over Austria with paper ammunition: Hitler casts his ballot in the infamous Anschluss 


l 


election of April 10, 1938, in which Austrians voted to be annexed by Germany. Despite rigging 
the election, Hitler maintained the fagade that this was a fair election. 


by Kurt Hyde 


hen subjugating countries that 
have traditionally held elec- 
tions, it’s easy to understand 


why would-be dictators commit election 
fraud: They rig the elections so they are 
guaranteed to win. The manner in which 
they rig elections to favor themselves or 
their parties is often not so obvious. Also a 
little more obscure is why dictators bother 
to hold elections once they are in power 
and why they sometimes even implement 
electoral processes when the countries 
they rule didn’t hold elections in the past. 


How to Manipulate Elections 

When despots or corrupt politicians try to 
consolidate power for themselves, one of 
the ways that they accrue influence is to 
rig elections so that they seem to obtain 
control legitimately, thereby reducing the 
likelihood of a popular uprising. This is 
an especially favorable method of con- 
solidating power when the press is either 
under the direct control of the govern- 
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ment or has similar ideological leanings 
as the ruling elites. 

Within days of Adolf Hitler being ap- 
pointed German chancellor on January 30, 
1933, a move to which Paul von Hinden- 
burg (then the president of Germany) acqui- 
esced because there was no majority party 
in government and the government was in a 
state of upheaval, the Nazis issued a decree 
that not only forbade public meetings where 
the government might be brought into con- 
tempt, but granted themselves power to shut 
down any newspaper that might bring the 
government into contempt. Of course, the 
Nazi definition of contempt was any criti- 
cism of Adolf Hitler or the National Social- 
ist German Workers’ Party, aka the Nazi 
Party. Hitler then set about creating the con- 
ditions for total control, and that included 
rigging German elections. 

Hitler and his cronies used every 
means at their disposal to propagan- 
dize the people to vote the way the Nazi 
Party wanted them to, to get people to the 
polls, and to make sure that vote tallies 
ended up in Hitler’s favor. 


The August 20, 1934 edition of the New 
York Times detailed how the Nazis coerced 
participation in the election of the day be- 
fore, on a vote where the German people 
were asked to vote Yes on consolidating 
power in Hitler’s hands by making him 
both president and chancellor. (Hitler was 
already chancellor and had assumed most 
powers; if he became president he would 
not only be the head of government, but 
also the head of the state): 


All past efforts in getting out the Ger- 
man vote were eclipsed in this elec- 
tion. During Saturday night a huge 
final poster was plastered on bill- 
boards everywhere. It said: 

Your leader [Hitler] has traveled 
1,500,000 kilometers by airplane, 
railway and motor car in the cause of 
Germany’s rebirth. You have but to 
walk 100 meters to your voting booth 
to vote “Yes”. 


Hitler not only heavily pushed voter par- 
ticipation, but also reminded the German 
people they were supposed to vote Yes. 

The Times article also explained that 
some coercion was employed to increase 
voter participation. 


All over Germany means were 
taken to get the Sunday late-sleep- 
ing population out of bed early. 
The polls opened at 8 o’clock, 
but in Berlin Storm Troops, Hitler 
Youth Troops and Nazi labor union 
groups took to the streets as early 
as 6 o’clock to wake the populace 
by shouting at them to do their duty. 
Many of these groups had bugles or 
drum corps and an occasional band 
was heard. 

In Munich twenty-five brass bands 
started marching through the city about 
the same hour with the same object. 
At Frankfurt-am-Main Storm Troops’ 
bands played at the most important 
street intersections all morning. 
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Within days of Adolf Hitler being appointed German chancellor on 
January 30, 1933, the Nazis issued a decree that not only forbade 
public meetings where the government might be brought into 
contempt, but granted themselves power to shut down any newspaper 
that might bring the government into contempt. 


The Nazi election cacophony continued 
until the bitter end. Nazi election results 
were announced by loudspeakers blaring 
in the streets, some of them mounted on 
trucks or cars. The announcements were 
accompanied by organized celebrations. 
Even after Hitler was invested with al- 
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most unassailable power, to maintain the 
facade that he was merely fulfilling a man- 
date of the people, Hitler held referendum 
ballots that he ensured he’d win. 

There was a variety of ways that Hitler 
assured referendum successes. 

One method was to phrase the ballot in 
such a way that citizens were convinced it 
was their patriotic duty to agree with the 
referendum. A November 12, 1933 refer- 


Shown is a German ballot (left) from the Reichstag (German parliament) election of March 5, 
1933. The National Socialist German Workers’ Party, number 9 on the ballot, received 44 percent of 
the votes. The numbers in the circles indicate this ballot was likely used to record local vote totals. 
Propaganda and voting: This Nazi-designed ballot (right) had 10 paragraphs telling the German 


people why they should vote Ja (Yes). 
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endum on withdrawing Germany from the 
League of Nations not only included 10 
paragraphs explaining why the German 
people should vote Yes, but worded the 
question as if it were a solemn pledge. The 
November 13, 1933 issue of the New York 
Times translated the question as: 


Dost thou, German man or German 
woman, approve of the policy of 
thy Reich Government, and art thou 
ready to acknowledge this policy as 
the expression of thy own viewpoint 
and will, and solemnly to pledge thy- 
self to it? 


Because Germans were treated very 
harshly under the Versailles Treaty im- 
posed upon them by the Allies at the end 
of World War I, this particular ballot ques- 
tion faced little danger of failing. Even 
though Hitler had already announced he 
would pull Germany out of the League of 
Nations on October 14, he wanted as much 
popular backing as he could generate. The 
measure was approved by 95.1 percent of 
the voters. 


Doings by Dictators 
If government propaganda and control of 
the ballot wording were not enough to get 
the correct election result, more dastardly 
methods were available, methods that 
have routinely been employed by dictators 
and by governments striving to become 
totalitarian in practice, if not in name. 
Would-be or already entrenched to- 
talitarians employ a number of tricks to 
manipulate elections: They may estab- 
lish arbitrary controls that allow them to 
schedule, reschedule, or even cancel a 
vote, depending on what works better for 
them, or they may use their power to write 
and re-write the rules of the vote count at 
any time, even after the ballots are cast. 
They sometimes word a ballot in such a 
way that if they don’t win, it won’t be de- 
cisive, but if they do win, they can claim 
a mandate. This has been done in the past 
and there’s a possibility of a modern-day 
replay regarding the recent Brexit vote, 
wherein the British voted to exit the EU. 
As reported in THE NEW AMERICAN for 
August 8, 2016: 


Right now the elites are moving to 
sabotage the Brexit, using pages 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ OCTOBER 24, 2016 


ripped from their playbook that have 
worked in the past. The most obvi- 
ous ploy, which is being promoted 
by many influential figures, is to call 
for a revote, a tactic that has paid 
off repeatedly for the Eurofederal- 
ists. When Danish voters rejected 
the Maastricht Treaty in 1992, for in- 
stance, they were forced into a revote 
the following year. And after being 
subjected to a months-long campaign 
of sustained threats, bribes, prom- 
ises, and propaganda, they caved in 
and adopted the Maastricht accord. 
In 2005, French and Dutch voters 
turned thumbs down on the proposed 
EU Constitution, providing one of 
the biggest defeats in the Project’s 
history. That obstacle was overcome 
by the globalists, however, with the 
simple maneuver of relabeling the 
EU Constitution as the Lisbon Treaty 
and imposing it as treaty law. When 
Ireland, the only country that held a 
national referendum on the Lisbon 
Treaty, rejected it in 2008, they were 
subjected to a revote the following 
year. Again, after much threatening, 
bribing, and politicking, the outcome 
was reversed. 


Then there are old-fashioned scare tactics, 
intimidating voters. Acts of intimidation 
can range from physical attacks to threats 
to withhold ration coupons or loss of jobs. 
Any service for the people that is per- 
formed by the government can be abused 
in this manner. There were times when the 
Nazis spread rumors that the ballots were 
secretly numbered and that the Nazi elec- 
tion officials would have ways of finding 
out how people voted. 

Acts of physical intimidation can be 
accomplished by government employees, 
such as the police (especially nationalized 
police), or political activists. In either 
case, the government harshly enforces 
even the tiniest infractions by the ruling 
class’s opponents, while either looking the 
other way as the dictator’s minions per- 
form acts of intimidation or performing 
intimidation themselves. 

One example of voter intimidation 
by government was done to members of 
the Polish Peasant Party, the opposition 
to the communists in post-World War II 
Poland. It was described by U.S. Ambas- 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


The Kurt Hyde Collection of Antique Election Equipment 


‘ bg we 


Populist message: North Vietnamese dictator Ho Chi Minh casts his ballot in an election for local 
People’s Councils on April 28, 1968. In that year, the United States had its greatest involvement 
in the Vietnam War, a war that the communists portrayed as a patriotic war to kick out foreign 
invaders. The communists used that message to reaffirm control of the country. 


sador to Poland Arthur Bliss Lane in his 
book I Saw Poland Betrayed: 


Three thousand of the party were ar- 
rested at Poznan and prevented from 
voting. And arrests of other party 
members were reported throughout 
Poland. 


Whether psychological or physical intimi- 
dation is employed, it is unarguably suc- 
cessful. The utility of voter intimidation 
can be found in the vote by Jewish people 
on the question of making Hitler both 
chancellor and president, thereby grant- 
ing Hitler dictatorial powers. The August 
20, 1934 issue of the New York Times 
highlighted the wide range of differences 
in the Jewish vote at different locations. 
(Nazi persecution of the Jews was already 
in motion the year before in 1933, with 
the paramilitary SA — the Brownshirts — 
attacking Jewish shops, the Nazis forcing 
Jews out of jobs at newspapers and the 
civil service, and Germans encouraged to 
boycott Jewish shops.) The election results 
from the internment camp at Dachau, a 
concentration camp for political prisoners 
that opened in 1933, indicated the treach- 
ery employed: 


Interesting also are the following re- 
sults. The hospital of the Jewish com- 
munity in one district cast 168 “Yes” 


votes, 92, “Noes” and 46 ballots were 
invalid. The Jewish Home for Aged 
People in another district cast 94 
“Yes” votes, four “Noes” and three 
invalid ballots. This vote is explain- 
able, of course, by fear of reprisals if 
the results from these Jewish institu- 
tions had been otherwise. It is paral- 
leled by other results outside Berlin. 

In all Bavaria Chancellor Hitler 
received the largest vote in his favor 
in the concentration camp at Dachau 
where 1,554 persons voted “Yes” and 
only eight “No” and there were only 
ten spoiled ballots. 


The vote total for all of Germany in this 
election was 88 percent voting Yes, 10 
percent voting No, and 2 percent of the 
ballots being invalid. The 99 percent “ap- 
proval” by the prisoners in the concentra- 
tion camp at Dachau is explainable only 
in terms of intimidation or electoral fraud. 

Of course, when all other avenues of 
election manipulation are exhausted and 
a vote is still in question, the final line of 
defense for dictators is electoral fraud. 
Dictators are infamous for their behind- 
closed-door vote counts. Sometimes dic- 
tators try to make it appear as if the be- 
hind-closed-doors vote counts are honest 
by establishing a process for observers to 
apply for permission to watch the votes 
being counted. But even if granted permis- 
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Then there are old-fashioned scare tactics, intimidating voters. Acts 
of intimidation can range from physical attacks to threats to withhold 


ration coupons or loss of jobs. 


sion to observe the vote count, observers 
may be allowed to witness only portions 
of what goes on behind closed doors. In 
such cases, even an honest observer can 
accomplish little more than achieve a false 
sense of security. 

The New York Times for March 30, 1936 
described how reporters were allowed to 
see the votes being counted in the German 
election of the day before, but “correspon- 
dents were kept at a distance by the pre- 
siding official.” Despite the distance some 
of the reporters started noticing discrepan- 
cies in how the votes were being counted, 
and soon after the correspondents were 
told to leave. 

And there’s always the old trick of 
appointing observers who are loyal to a 
dictator rather than the candidates or the 
people. 

Transporting ballots adds additional 
opportunities for fraud. Ballot boxes can 
easily be swapped while in transit or 
while sitting in an incoming processing 
area. There’s an opportunity to lose ballot 
boxes or just add ballot boxes full of votes. 
Also, the observers, if they are allowed to 
witness, can easily be confused regarding 
which boxes of ballots are being counted. 

Transporting ballots to other locations 
before counting was one of the tricks used 
in the Polish referendum of June 30, 1946 
(which was actually three referendum 
questions that basically asked whether the 
Polish people supported communism) and 
the Polish election of January 19, 1947. 
Ambassador Lane wrote: 


The most venal phase of the refer- 
endum procedure was in the count- 
ing of ballots. The law provided that 
they be counted at the polling places 
in the presence of representatives of 
all parties. But high government of- 
ficials and the Security Police gave 
illegal orders to the electoral author- 
ities to remove the ballot boxes, be- 
fore the tabulation of votes, from the 
polls to the district commissioner’s 
headquarters. 


36 


Another dirty deed, very closely related 
to behind-closed-door vote counts, is 
keeping precinct vote totals secret from 
the public while forwarding them to the 
central election administration. This gives 
the powers at the top the final opportu- 
nity to review the vote totals and adjust 
them as necessary to achieve the desired 
outcomes. It also serves a psychological 
purpose as the powers at the top make the 
pronouncements of election results. 

These methods were used in Hitler’s 
referendum of March 29, 1936, where 
the Nazis claimed that 99 percent of the 
voters approved of Hitler’s plan to remili- 
tarize the Rhineland, a Western area of 
Germany that was temporarily occupied 
by Allied forces and demilitarized under 
the Versailles Treaty. 

The Dallas Morning News reported 
what German newspapers would not have 
been allowed to print: 


In fact, the results were known long 
before the people even went to the 
polls. Burglars broke into the Min- 
istry of Propaganda last week and 


stole the results, presumably com- 
piled weeks in advance on the basis 
of previous elections. 


The devil is the details, so it is said, and 
suppression of detailed information about 
elections is another tool in the dictator’s 
tool bag for cheating at elections. Among 
such details to be suppressed are the total 
number of ballots cast and how many 
ballots were invalid. Such details were 
considered public information in German 
elections in the 1930s, so some German 
voters attempted to show resistance to 
Adolf Hitler by casting spoiled ballots. 

One example was the German parlia- 
mentary election of November 12, 1933, 
where the Nazis were the only political 
party allowed on the ballot. The next day’s 
New York Times reported: 


The vote on the Nazi-nominated 
Reichstag, where a negative vote 
was impossible, showed 43,007,577 
ballots cast, of which 39,655,288, 
or 92.2 per cent, endorsed the list 
and 3,352,289, or 7.8 per cent were 
defective. 


This was not the only Nazi election where 
the spoiled ballots or No votes were an 
embarrassment to the Nazis. The Nazis 
reacted in a number of ways, one of 
which was a directive by the Ministry 
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Vote for me: Though former Chinese Premier Mao Tse-tung, known for causing the deaths of 
tens of millions of Chinese, is shown voting, the Communist Party in China controls candidates, 
elections, and even the amount of disagreement that is allowed to be voiced by individuals. 
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of Propaganda to no longer keep 
track of spoiled ballots. 


Hitler's Hypocrisy — 

The Anschluss Election 
Though Hitler was infamous for 
vote manipulation, when Austri- 
an Chancellor Kurt Schuschnigg 
tried to use similar tactics to re- 
ject Germany’s annexation of 
Austria, Hitler almost literally 
threatened Schuschnigg at gun- 
point to make the election more 
favorable to his scheme. 

One of Hitler’s personal tri- 
umphs was the annexation of 
Austria into the Third Reich in 
1938. Hitler had successfully in- 
timidated Schuschnigg into agree- 
ing to appoint a number of Nazi 
sympathizers in his government, 
and the Nazis were active politi- 
cally in Austria, especially among 
the young people. Schuschnigg 
attempted a counter-move. His 
strategy was to outfox Hitler at 
his own game: referendum elec- 
tions. Schuschnigg called for a 
referendum election to have the 
Austrian people vote to remain 
independent. 

On March 9, he announced 
that a referendum on the question 
of annexation would be held on 
March 13, giving only four days 
notice. Then he planned to manip- 
ulate the ballot in other ways, as 
was documented in the March 10, 
1938 issue of the New York Times: 


The official voting paper will 
be a slip eight centimeters by 
five (about three by two inch- 
es), with the word “yes” on one 


Reidstag fiir Freibeit und Frieden 
Wablurcis 


Oberbaperi-S@waden 


RattonalfortaliMifie Ocutfe Arbdcitcrparict 


Adolf Hitler 
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Pretty promises, as always: This ballot, in an election 
wherein only the candidates of the National Socialist German 
Workers’ Party were allowed, claims that Germans were 
voting for a Reichstag (parliament) that would protect 
“freedom” and “peace.” History proved that to be just another 
political lie. The “X” on this ballot shows it was part of the 92 
percent that voted for the Nazi ticket. 
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idol) Hitler? 
Ja 


Manipulation: Hitler criticized Austrian Chancellor Kurt 
Schuschnigg for attempting to bias a referendum and push 

the Austrian people to vote to remain independent of Germany. 
However, once the Nazis took control of Austria, they scheduled 
their own biased referendum. Note the larger-sized and 
centered Ja (Yes) circle. The Nazis also cut away portions of 
some of the voting booths to enable Nazi election officials to 
monitor the voters as they marked their ballots. 
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voters, announces an election to 
take place within barely three and 
one-half days. 

There are no proper electoral 
lists, no ballots. There is no check 
of the electoral body, no obliga- 
tion to keep the poll secret, no 
guarantee of impartial conduct of 
the elections, no safeguard for the 
correct counting of the votes, etc. 


Hitler added: 


Armed troops, infantry divisions 
and S. S. [Hitler’s elite guards] 
formations on the ground and 
the German air force in the blue 
sky — called by the new National 
Socialist Government in Vienna 
— will constitute the guarantee 
that the Austrian people at last 
will have the possibility, within 
a very brief period, of holding a 
real plebiscite over their own fu- 
ture and with it their own destiny. 


Not surprisingly, once the Nazis 
were firmly in control of Austria, 
the referendum was rescheduled 
for April 10, and they rigged the 
election to their own liking. They 
worded the ballot to bias the vote. 
The circle for a Yes vote was cen- 
tered and was larger than the circle 
off to the side for voting No. The 
secret ballot was compromised, and 
other tricks were used to achieve a 
99-percent Nazi win. 


Consolidating Power 

Via Elections 

Hitler, like many dictators, was 
willing to put questions on govern- 
ing to the people, as long as he was 


side. These papers in all cases will be 
counted as yes votes even if the word 
is crossed out and another — even 
“no” — is written on it. Partly torn 
voting slips, provided they contain 
the word yes, will also be counted as 
yes votes. 

Those wishing to vote no must 
write the word no on a piece of paper 
the same size as the official slip. 
Anything added to the word will in- 
validate the vote. Blank slips will be 
counted as affirmative votes. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Hitler responded immediately by threat- 
ening military action. By the evening of 
March 11, Schuschnigg resigned, citing his 
desire to avoid bloodshed. His referendum 
was postponed. The New York Times for 
March 13 printed a translation of Hitler’s 
proclamation. Hitler strongly criticized 
Schuschnigg’s electoral tactics, saying: 


The methods of this plebiscite were 
to be singular. A country that had had 
no elections for many years, and that 
lacks all facilities for listing rightful 


assured that the people would vote the 
way he wanted them to. Many totalitar- 
ian regimes — or want-to-be totalitarian 
regimes — found elections useful not 
only as a type of psychological warfare to 
dishearten opponents, but to expand their 
powers more fully into all areas of peo- 
ple’s lives and more firmly tighten their 
draconian grip on their hapless subjects. 

As was mentioned earlier, elections can 
be used to legitimize power, and “legiti- 
macy” can be a very powerful tool. Very 
few dictators call themselves dictators. 
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They generally prefer to portray them- 
selves as protectors of their people. Of 
course, they claim to be acting on the be- 
half of the people. When critics point out 
their oppressive tactics, dictators typically 
paint themselves as well-intentioned lead- 
ers who are perhaps a little overprotective. 
Any and all glimmers of legitimacy, of 
course, are used for their full propaganda 
value. Government schools will portray 
the leader as the rightful “great protector,” 
the legitimate choice of the people — most 
government schools (even in America) 
don’t teach discernment between rigged 
elections and honest elections, and espe- 
cially not those schools in dictatorships. 
Legitimacy is also used to motivate 
and brainwash national police forces. 
While more sadistic people in national 
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police forces will typically enjoy op- 
pressing the people as legalized bullies, 
those of higher moral character might be 
inclined to balk at taking oppressive mea- 
sures unless they recognize the leader as 
the proper authority. Even most torturers 
are not sadists, but “patriots.” 

Dictators also use elections for other 
self-serving purposes. Elections are a 
great opportunity for a dictator to identify 
those who might oppose him. If an oppo- 
sition candidate is allowed on the ballot, 
and sometimes the dictator even sponsors 
his opposition candidates, the dictator’s 
minions can observe from the sidelines or 
work within the opposition campaign to 
compile a list of persons to be watched. 
If all the citizens are required to have a 
national ID card, which is common in dic- 
tatorships, that makes it easy for govern- 
ment agents to track these people indefi- 
nitely, even if they move to a new area. 

Even when there is no opposition can- 
didate in an election, dictators’ minions 
can watch the people’s reactions to either 
forced or strongly encouraged participa- 
tion. Non-enthusiastic persons can be 
placed on a list of people to be watched. 
This can also be an opportunity to use the 


| 


Communist Party propaganda: This leaflet for the election of December 24, 1939 showed a ballot 
being cast on its outside. When unfolded, it glowingly encouraged voters to vote for the party of 


Lenin and Stalin. 


38 


government schools to monitor parents via 
their children by measuring how support- 
ive the parents are to having their children 
participate in the political rallies that are 
associated with elections. Once an indi- 
vidual is identified as non-enthusiastic, 
those in charge can choose whether to 
schedule a visit by government officials 
or just keep monitoring the person. 
Joseph Stalin used elections as part 
of his Great Purge of potential commu- 
nist competitors, double-crossing them. 
In 1937, Stalin temporarily allowed for 
multi-candidate elections and genuinely 
secret ballots in some of the labor union 
elections to unempower other communist 
leaders. Wendy Z. Goldman wrote in Ter- 
ror and Democracy in the Age of Stalin: 


More than 70 percent of factory com- 
mittee members were replaced, 66 
percent of the 94,000 factory com- 
mittee chairmen, and 92 percent of 
the 30,723 members of the regional 
committee plenums. 


Of course, Stalin didn’t allow the relative- 
ly honest elections to threaten his position. 
The only people to be swept from office 
were lower-level bureaucrats whom Stalin 
found to be expendable. 

Too, it should be asked, “How many 
people under Soviet rule in 1937 saw 
the temporary implementation of a little 
honesty in Stalin’s elections, mistook it 
for genuine reform, and made themselves 
visible to Stalin’s henchmen?” 

Perhaps the most valuable aspect of elec- 
tions to dictators is the infliction of emo- 
tional defeat and despair on their people. 
Establishing an electoral process whereby 
the dictator always wins and his opponents 
always lose is a good start. But there’s more. 
Fraudulent election results with 99-percent 
pluralities can be more than disheartening 
to a freedom-loving subject, but wrench- 
ing, as such numbers display the power of 
a dictator: A dictator has placed additional 
obstacles, such as electoral fraud, for his 
opponents to surmount. The message the 
dictator wants to send to those who oppose 
him is hopelessness. 

Another psychological weapon to weak- 
en the resolve of any opposition is forced 
participation — forced compliance. Man- 
datory voting has greater psychological 
impact if there’s only one choice allowed 
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Hidden controls: Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin poses as he votes in the 1950 election. Candidates 
were nominated by the Communist Party or by a public organization. But all public organizations 
were under party control. The approved candidates won with 99.7 percent of the vote. 


on the ballot and a voter must knowingly 
participate in a fraud. 

Joseph Stalin used electoral psychology 
too. Prior to an election held on Decem- 
ber 24, 1939, propaganda pamphlets were 
distributed encouraging participation. The 
front depicted a ballot being cast, and in- 
side, the pamphlets encouraged participa- 
tion, telling voters to “Vote for the party of 
Lenin and Stalin. Vote for the candidates 
of the Communist and nonpartisan block.” 
When Stalin ran elections, he designed a 
system whereby the people’s choices did 
not matter. Either by excluding opponents 
from being on the ballot or by fraudulent 
vote counts behind closed doors, Stalin al- 
ways won. 


Warning for America 
Recent trends in American elections indi- 
cate movement toward manipulated elec- 
tions, rather than toward more transparen- 
cy and honesty. Some of the manipulative 
electoral procedures that are becoming 
more widespread in American elections 
include: 

Behind-closed-doors vote counts: Vir- 
tually unknown in America 100 years 
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ago, they are now the norm in most states. 
Secretive vote counts are sometimes ac- 
complished by not allowing public ac- 
cess as the votes are counted, by onerous 
procedures for people to apply to be poll 
watchers, or by having computers count 
the votes with no voter-verified paper trail. 
Volunteer poll watchers from the group 
True the Vote have reported great diffi- 
culty in becoming poll watchers. 

Behind-closed-doors vote accumulation 
and totaling, once unheard of in America, 
are now being openly used. In this year’s 
Iowa caucuses, the Republicans and Dem- 
ocrats both boasted of using “secure re- 
porting” for forwarding the results of the 
caucus votes. Most media outlets reported 
on this with a positive spin, focusing on 
the impressive technology with which re- 
sults were tabulated. THE NEw AMERICAN 
online, reporting from Iowa on the day of 
the caucuses, asked, 


Why should publicly disseminated 
information be transmitted secure- 
ly? If everyone has a right to know 
this information, why should it be 
secured? 


And evidence of fraud is apparent. In 
2012, private individuals, such as Ed- 
ward True in Appanoose County, Iowa, 
and Pastor Matt McDonald in Belfast, 
Maine, compared the actual vote totals 
from their vote counts in their Repub- 
lican caucuses to the official totals and 
found discrepancies. In both cases Ron 
Paul lost votes. 

Leading or confusing ballot wording: 
Playing with the language on the bal- 
lot has become a common procedure as 
well. In the November 3, 2015 election in 
Houston, Texas, where the bathroom ordi- 
nance was on the ballot, the proponents of 
the measure wanted it to simply state that 
they wanted to keep men’s rooms for men 
and women’s rooms for women. But when 
it went to voters here is what appeared on 
the ballot: 


(Relating to the Houston Equal 
Rights Ordinance.) Are you in favor 
of the Houston Equal Rights Ordi- 
nance, Ord. No. 2014-530, which 
prohibits discrimination in city em- 
ployment and city services, city con- 
tracts, public accommodations, pri- 
vate employment, and housing based 
on an individual’s sex, race, color, 
ethnicity, national origin, age, fa- 
milial status, marital status, military 
status, religion, disability, sexual ori- 
entation, genetic information, gender 
identity, or pregnancy? 


The final vote was 61 percent for the ad- 
vocates of retaining men’s room for men 
and women’s rooms for women, but it re- 
quired a great effort to promote “Vote No 
on Houston Proposition 1” to overcome 
the confusing wording on the ballot. 


Honesty Still the Best Policy 
Just because a country holds elections 
doesn’t mean it is a free country. Analyz- 
ing the sham elections of totalitarians can 
reveal much of how despots have used 
elections as a tool of tyranny, a mere fa- 
cade of self-determination for the people. 
Those who wish to stop the erosion of 
liberty in America and restore constitu- 
tional rights must learn the lessons of how 
dictators use dishonest elections to gain 
and maintain power, and apply those les- 
sons of history to make certain it doesn’t 
happen here. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Caught in the Act 


TribLive.com reported out of Pittsburgh 
on September 16 about an attempted 
break-in that was thwarted by an armed 
homeowner. A resident called police to 
report that an intruder tried breaking in 
to the man’s home through a locked first- 
floor window. The homeowner was home 
at the time and heard the sounds of the 
would-be burglar attempting to open the 
window. The homeowner dialed 911 while 
simultaneously retrieving his firearm. He 
then confronted the criminal. The home- 
owner fired at the suspect, who immedi- 
ately fled the scene. 

Police soon arrived and found 37-year- 
old Daniel Carmen Dandries in a vehicle 
that was parked near the scene of the at- 
tempted break-in. Police detained Dan- 
dries, and the homeowner identified him 
as the suspect who tried breaking in to his 
house moments earlier. Police arrested 
Dandries, and after searching him, author- 
ities say they found him in possession of 
an item that was reported missing from the 
house the week before. Detectives inves- 
tigated and say they have palm prints that 
match Dandries’ from the window where 
the attempted break-in occurred. Dandries 
is currently being charged with attempted 
burglary, burglary, and receiving stolen 


property. 


CCTV Footage 


Patch.com reported on September 17 
about a deadly home invasion in Law- 
renceville, Georgia, that was caught on 
tape. A home-security camera recorded 
the incident, which occurred a little before 
4:00 a.m., in black and white. The footage 
revealed that three men broke in to a house 
through the front door, and the house had 
boxes stacked throughout the front room. 
The homeowner is the owner of a local 
Asian restaurant, and authorities believe 
the incident was an attempted robbery. 
The footage of the home invasion showed 
that the three men were all armed as they 
barged through the door and ran through 
the house. 

The homeowner later told authorities 
that she was awakened by the sounds and 
grabbed her handgun to investigate. 
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The shooting began almost immediate- 
ly, and the intruders seemed both com- 
pletely caught off guard and terrified. 
The homeowner came out firing at the 
armed intruders, and they immediately 
scrambled to leave the house. It’s hard to 
see in the video, but the homeowner ac- 
tually hit one of the suspects in his torso, 
fatally wounding him. Two of the men 
fled the house, while one returned fire at 
the homeowner. The injured suspect was 
treated at the scene of the crime by emer- 
gency medical technicians, but he could 
not be revived. 

Gwinnett County Police spokeswoman 
Corporal Michele Pihera told the Wash- 
ington Post, “[The homeowner] has every 
right to defend herself.... She is to be com- 
mended for not only saving her life, but 
also the life of her roommate.” 

Authorities say the two other suspects 
are still at large, but police feel confident 
that the men will be apprehended since 
they have their faces on the video record- 
ing. 


“Up to No Good” 


News4SanAntonio reported out of San 
Antonio, Texas, on September 2 about a 
property owner who faced overwhelming 
odds but still survived. The man had been 
keeping his tools in a storage area when he 
discovered it had been targeted by thieves. 
The incident occurred in the middle of the 
night when the property owner confronted 
three men allegedly attempting to take his 
tools from his storage shed. The property 
owner said that one of the suspects lunged 
at him and he was in fear for his life when 
he fired his gun at the burglar. That sus- 
pect was hit multiple times in both his leg 
and torso. San Antonio police later inves- 
tigated the scene and discovered that the 
pickup truck of the injured burglar was 
likewise riddled with bullets. The injured 
suspect was driven to a nearby medical 
facility by his accomplices, who were all 
arrested by police. 

“All indications at this time appear that 
he was justified, he was defending him- 
self, he was protecting his property and 
these guys were ... up to no good taking his 
stuff,” said San Antonio Police Sergeant 


Jesse Salame told News4SanAntonio. 
Neighbor Alejandro Rodriguez told 
News4SanAntonio that the property 
owner “has a right to defend himself 
and to protect his property and his hard 
earned work that he has done and his 
money.” Rodriguez drew a comparison 
to how his own business had suffered 
when he was robbed a couple years prior: 
“Something that we built together was 
destroyed. There was money lost, there 
was property lost.” Rodriguez also said 
that using force like that sends a message 
to all would-be criminals: “With the out- 
come of last night, I don’t think there will 
be many people taking the chance again, 
now that they know he is ready to protect 
himself.” 
— PATRICK KREY 
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Casualties Mount 
in the War Against 
Business Growth 


Item: Jn an article for the “Money 
Watch” column for CBSNews.com for 
September 21, 2016, Jonathan Berr 
writes: “U.S. businesses have amassed an 
overseas cash hoard of $2.4 trillion be- 
cause they arent paying their fair share 
of taxes, according to two think tanks.... 
The Economic Policy Institute (EPI) and 
Americans for Tax Fairness argue that 
U.S. corporate profits are at record highs 
while business tax revenue as a share of 
GDP is at record lows.” 

Item: Ina press release on April 13, 2016, 
issued by Senator Bernie Sanders, the 
Vermont socialist declared: “Corporate 
greed is destroying the fabric of Ameri- 
ca. It must come to an end.” The senator 
made his comments in connection with a 
just-released Government Accountability 
Office (GAO) study, which was made in 
his behest. It found that in a recent year 
(2012) profitable large corporations paid 
an average tax rate of 16.1 percent and 
that about one-fifth paid no taxes. 

ITEM: Writing for the New York Times 
for August 12, 2016, Neil Irwin said: “If 
Hillary Clinton wins the White House and 
persuades Congress to pass her agenda, 
wealthy Americans will pay higher taxes, 
businesses will face tax rules that make it 
less advantageous to relocate overseas, 
and the money those changes produce will 
go to fund the rest of her policy agenda, 
from child care to roads, bridges and other 
infrastructure. ” 

One of her provisions “would change 

a key rule to make it harder to execute 
‘tax inversions,’ in which a United States 
firm merges with a foreign competitor and 
moves its corporate headquarters over- 
seas in order to get access to lower taxes 
in the merger partner’s country. Another 
would limit the deductibility of interest 
when it is used as a tool to avoid Ameri- 
can taxes. A third provision is an ‘exit tax’ 
on companies that relocate outside the 
United States without first repatriating 
earnings kept abroad.” 

CORRECTION: Years of demagoguery have 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Going after “greed”: Senator Bernie Sanders blames corporate greed for most of the problems 
in America. While corporate greed does exist, Sanders’ solution of high taxes and closing tax 
loopholes will not solve any problems, just as it hasn’t worked anywhere else it’s been tried. 


helped to disguise who actually pays taxes 
on “big business.” They are real people. 
They live in your town, on your street, per- 
haps next door and probably right in your 
home. We are the targets. 

“One thing is certain: Corporations do 
not pay taxes. Only people pay taxes,” as 
was made clear by James Angelini and 
David Tuerck in discussing their study for 
the National Center for Policy Analysis. 
“The corporation itself is just a legal veil 
behind which the executives in charge 
serve at the will of its owners, in which 
capacity they try to minimize the corpora- 
tion’s tax liability.” 

The two men, both professors at Suf- 
folk University in Boston, emphasized 
that corporations 


don’t pay the corporate income tax. 
They just pass it along in the form 
of lower dividends to shareholders, 
lower wages to employees and higher 
prices to consumers. There appears to 
be agreement in principle that U.S. 
corporate tax rates have become too 
high largely because corporations 
have come to be seen as an easy tar- 
get for raising tax revenue. 


The fact that the tax code is byzantine and 
riddled with loopholes — and it is — does 


not mean that the preferred alternative is 
the erection of an even more confiscatory 
federal tax system, as statist Bernie San- 
ders and Hillary Clinton, among others, 
would have us believe. 

Tub-thumpers want us to think that 
only the filthy rich will wind up paying 
more — ignoring that it is also the little 
guys and gals who own the mutual funds 
and retirement accounts that are invested 
in corporate stocks. Economist Richard 
Rahn, chairman of the Institute for Global 
Economic Growth, is spot-on with his 
rhetorical question: “Ask yourself, who is 
likely to spend the money in a way that 
will bring more human satisfaction and 
create more jobs — corporate executives 
trying to make money by producing goods 
and services people want, or politicians 
and government bureaucrats trying to en- 
hance their own power?” 

And consider that GAO report, cited 
above, made to support Sanders’ socialist 
screeds about “greed.” Yes, some accoun- 
tants and executives did look very care- 
fully at the law — a creature of Congress, 
lest we forget — to find out if there were 
legal ways to pay less. After all, when you 
tackle your personal income taxes — or 
hire someone to do so because the code 
is so convoluted — do you seek to drop 
more money into the federal maw? Or, as- 
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suming you are a sentient being, do you 
try to keep more of your own earnings for 
yourself and your family? 

With that in mind, should we truly be 
astonished when those seeking to stay in 
business try to maximize the bottom line? 
Even Samuel Gompers, the founder of 
the American Federation of Labor (AFL), 
recognized that. “The worst crime against 
working people,” he said, “is a company 
which fails to operate at a profit.” 

As it happens, the GAO report also 
points out that, depending on how the sta- 
tistics are interpreted, average corporate 
taxation could just as well be reported as 
17.3 percent, or 18.5 percent, or 19.5 per- 
cent, or 21.1 percent, or 22 percent, or 23 
percent, or 26.3 percent, or even more. It 
depends on what is being measured. The 
Wall Street Journal took a look at the re- 
port at the time that it was issued and dis- 
cussed just that point. 

Here were some of the choices, as was 
noted by the Journals Richard Rubin: 


Are the taxes just U.S. taxes or should 
they include foreign taxes? Should 
taxes be measured under account- 
ing standards or as actual taxes paid? 
Should the rate reflect the fact that 
companies can make a profit this year 
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but deduct past years’ losses? Should 
all companies be included or just 
ones making a profit? Should it focus 
on large corporations as GAO defines 
them with assets over $10 million or 
on the very largest companies with 
assets exceeding $2.5 billion? 

Mix and match those answers, and 
you get multiple results — and con- 
fusion. One version gave the average 
tax rate over the 2008-12 period for 
all large corporations as 40.1%. 

“Effective tax rates on corporate in- 
come can be defined in several ways, 
each of which provides insights into a 
different issue,” GAO wrote. 


Yes, corporation taxation is complex. But 
some of the statistics and facts do stand 
out. For instance, the supposed free-en- 
terprise, capitalistic U.S. economy is ac- 
tually chained down by its own govern- 
ment. When it comes to average corporate 
taxation, the United States is afflicted 
with the highest general top marginal rate 
in the developed world — 38.92 percent, 
as noted by statistics compiled by the Tax 
Foundation. The rate is higher, among 188 
countries, only in the United Arab Emir- 
ates and Puerto Rico. Washington’s pilfer- 
ing rate is higher than in the resource-poor, 


Hurting, not helping: Hillary Clinton’s plan to close corporate tax loopholes and use the 
Supposed revenue increase to fund public-works programs would cause more harm to the 
economy than good. It would certainly make America even less business-friendly than it is now. 
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landlocked Chad since that African nation 
recently reduced its corporate rate. 

There are many on the “progressive” side 
of the political spectrum who argue that the 
high marginal rates really don’t mean much 
because some companies are able to mini- 
mize levies through a variety of methods 
— albeit legal ones. And there is no doubt 
that loopholes lead to inequities. But there 
should also be no doubt that heavy taxa- 
tion hurts both companies individually and 
national economies in general. 

Consider the evidence gathered by 
Chris Edwards about 19 nations — mem- 
bers of the Organization for Economic 
Cooperation and Development (OECD). 
These are not Chad-sized economies, 
but rather Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Ger- 
many, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Lux- 
embourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, 
Spain, Sweden, the United Kingdom, and 
the United States. In short, this is what 
happened: When the tax rates in those 
countries went down, their governments 
still enjoyed high revenues. 

As recounted by Edwards, the director 
of tax policy studies at the Cato Institute, 
from the mid-1960s through the mid-1980s 
many of those nations had corporate tax 
rates of 40 percent or even higher. During 
that period, the 19 collected an average 
of 2.5 percent of Gross National Product 
from those corporate taxes. Then, as he put 
it, there came the “Thatcher-Reagan tax- 
cutting revolution.” Corporate rates fell 
universally. As Edwards wrote: 


Between 1985 and 2012, the average 
rate for the sample of 19 countries 
fell from 45 percent to 25 percent. 

Did governments in these coun- 
tries collect less revenue after that 
huge rate cut? The opposite occurred: 
corporate tax revenues soared during 
the 1990s and 2000s. Revenues did 
fall during the recent recession, but 
they are now starting to climb again. 

Even in the depths of the reces- 
sion, average corporate tax revenues 
were still higher than they were prior 
to the beginning of the rate-cutting 
revolution in the 1980s. 
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Tax torture: Contrary to popular belief, the United States has the highest corporate tax rates of 
any developed country. This has led many U.S. corporations to incorporate in foreign countries to 
escape the heavy taxation. The result is less tax revenue, not more. 


Our presumptive leaders don’t learn, how- 
ever. They act as though their particular 
version of heavy taxation will somehow 
produce prosperity — again giving cre- 
dence to an oft-quoted definition about 
such a state of mind: Insanity is doing the 
same thing over and over again, but ex- 
pecting different results. 

An academic named Mihar Desai right- 
ly pointed out in a piece in March that 
American companies these days have been 
given incentives to move their headquar- 
ters overseas. Desai is a professor of fi- 
nance at the Harvard Business School and 
is also a professor of law at Harvard Law 
School. As Desai wrote in the Wall Street 
Journal, the United States taxes 


the world-wide income of its corpo- 
rations at one of the highest rates in 
the world, but defers that tax until 
the profits are repatriated. The re- 
sult is the worst of all worlds — a 
high federal statutory rate (35%) 
that encourages aggressive transfer 
pricing, a significant restriction on 
capital allocation that keeps cash 
offshore, very little revenue for the 
Treasury, and the loss of U.S. head- 
quarters to countries with territorial 
tax systems. 

Major financing and investment 
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patterns now reflect these distor- 
tions. A series of significant merger 
announcements are driven by the de- 
sire to get out from under the U.S. tax 
regime and to use offshore cash. 


It would be far better, for companies and 
for workers alike, if the United States were 
a tax haven rather than a tax hell. Healthy 
businesses would be more likely to ex- 
pand and wages would tend to boom as 
well. The fact that governments at various 
levels would likely realize more revenues 
should not be overlooked. 

This also fits with the conclusions of 
two scholars at the American Enterprise 
Institute (AEI), Kevin Hassett and Aparna 
Mathur: namely, that lower corporate tax 
rates are accompanied by higher wages. A 
decade ago, they co-wrote what was said 
to be the first empirical study directly 
linking corporate taxes and manufactur- 
ing wages. The data covered international 
tax rates and manufacturing wages in 72 
countries over 22 years. And as Hassett 
and Mathur have acknowledged, it con- 
firmed that the corporate tax is for the 
most part paid by workers. 

The studies of many others (they can 
cite a long list) also confirm these conclu- 
sions. As the AEI scholars put it in August, 
these studies, and many more, 


convincingly demonstrate that higher 
wages are relatively easy to stimulate 
for a nation. One need only cut corpo- 
rate tax rates. Left- and right-leaning 
countries have done this over the past 
two decades, including Japan, Cana- 
da and Germany. Yet in the U.S. we 
continue to undermine wage growth 
with the highest corporate tax rate in 
the developed world. 

Why are we stuck in such a bad 
place? A key factor has been the in- 
transigence of Democratic politicians, 
such as Mrs. Clinton, whose plan to 
increase wages is to keep taxes high at 
the corporate level, increase taxes on 
business income at the individual level, 
and to punish firms that move overseas 
in response to these high taxes. 


Statist pols try to convince the hoi polloi 
that they can get something for nothing. 
There is a cost, of course. In the case of 
Clinton, her plans — should they be in- 
stituted — would come with a long-term 
price tag of hundreds of billions of dollars. 

The sucker pitch is that we are just 
going to “soak the rich.” Yes, that will 
happen to a certain extent. But there will 
also be a considerable soaking of the non- 
rich — because that is where the bulk of 
the money can be found. 

Overall, the Clinton tax policies would, 
over the long run, reduce the size of the 
economy by one percent (a huge amount 
considering the country’s $18 trillion GDP). 
More specifically, as noted by the Tax Foun- 
dation analysis, her plan would lead “to 0.8 
percent lower wages, a 2.8 percent smaller 
capital stock, and 311,000 fewer full-time 
equivalent jobs. The smaller economy re- 
sults from somewhat higher marginal tax 
rates on capital and labor income.” 

We should be making America more at- 
tractive for businesses, not more punitive. 
As it is, so-called progressive politicians 
have created a tax system that suppresses 
wages, puts the brakes on job-creation 
and impedes economic growth. Gallingly, 
they then pose as champions of the work- 
ing man. Little wonder that such putative 
leaders tax our patience. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


Internet Surrender: It’s Not a Done Deal 


s baseball legend 
Yogi Berra famously 
remarked, “It ain’t 


over til it’s over!” That is 
especially true regarding the 
ongoing crucial fight to stop 
the Obama-UN scheme that 
would turn over control of 
the Internet to ICANN (the 
Internet Corporation for As- 
signed Names and Numbers), 
an unaccountable, interna- 
tional, “multi-stakeholder” 
organization. 

But isn’t that already a fait 
accompli? True, the Septem- 
ber 30 deadline has come and 
gone. The federal govern- 
ment’s contract with ICANN 
expired at midnight, and on October 1 ICANN assumed direct 
stewardship over critical Internet infrastructure. Typical of Re- 
publican-Quisling “leadership,” House Speaker Paul Ryan and 
Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell adjourned both hous- 
es of Congress on September 28 for a six-week recess without 
challenging the Obama administration’s unconstitutional and 
dangerous scheme. 

An 11th-hour lawsuit by four state attorneys general (for 
Texas, Oklahoma, Arizona, and Nevada) requesting an emer- 
gency delay of the transfer failed on September 30. Judge 
George Hanks, Jr. of the U.S. District Court for the Southern 
District of Texas ruled that the plaintiffs failed to prove that “‘ir- 
reparable harm” would result from the handover. Case closed, 
right? That’s the “consensus of the wise” dispensed by the es- 
tablishment media, “progressive” politicians and academics, 
globalist think tanks — and even many political conservatives. 

But hold on a minute! This is not a “settled,” “irreversible,” 
“irrevocable” done deal, as many so-called experts — both pro 
and con — are saying. And it is far too important to our freedom 
to allow this fraudulent transition to go forward without a fight. 
Internet access is vital, of course, for independent, alternative 
media such as ours to provide information outside the control 
of the New World Order thought cartel. And with much of the 
world’s economy and commerce — not to mention government 
services, telecommunications, emergency services, and infra- 
structure — critically tied to the Internet, concerns about na- 
tional security, privacy, stability, and censorship under the new 
ICANN regime should not be laughed off. 

As we pointed out in a recent online article, “ICANN’s Board 
of Directors is overseen by the Government Advisory Commit- 
tee (GAC) that includes members from 111 countries, includ- 
ing many communist, ‘former’ communist, Islamist, socialist, 
and authoritarian regimes notorious for currently censoring 
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and policing the Internet and 
punishing netizens for politi- 
cally incorrect and religious 
expression. GAC members 
include China, Russia, Iran, 
Turkey, Saudi Arabia, Cuba, 
Turkmenistan, Bulgaria, Ven- 
ezuela, and other paragons of 
less-than-angelic virtue.” 

THE NEW AMERICAN has 
been reporting for years (in 
both online and print articles) 
on the various UN conferenc- 
es aimed at taking over the In- 
ternet. Even many “progres- 
sives” became alarmed when 
the plan to put the United Na- 
tions International Telecom- 
munications Union (ITU) in 
charge of the Internet surfaced a couple of years ago. The ITU 
already had a notorious reputation as an apologist/agent for re- 
pressive regimes, but it got worse in 2014 when ITU member 
governments and dictatorships overwhelmingly selected Houlin 
Zhao of Communist China to head the agency. As to be expected 
of a Communist Party functionary, Comrade Houlin Zhao faith- 
fully channels the party line in his ITU office, including defend- 
ing China’s repressive Internet policing and censoring. 

This has led many supporters to hail the ICANN deal as a 
much better alternative than an immediate transfer to ITU. But 
it is a false alternative that is only marginally (and temporarily) 
better. Besides the issue of the influence of various totalitar- 
ian regimes through the ICANN board of directors and GAC, 
ICANN has a history of non-transparency and operating in vio- 
lation of its own bylaws and the terms of its contract. 

In addition, it has already shown, repeatedly, that it cannot 
provide security from external threats. In 2015, ICANN admit- 
ted an audit of its operations showed that hackers had compro- 
mised its security at least 330 times between April 17, 2013, and 
March 17, 2014. 

Berin Szoka, a lawyer and president of TechFreedom, a tech- 
nology policy think tank, is one of a number of legal experts 
who have pointed out that there are still many open legal con- 
cerns that must be addressed by the courts and Congress. Judge 
Hanks’ September 30 ruling, Szoka correctly notes, does not 
“resolve the underlying legal questions raised by the states. Nor 
does it mean the Transition is a done deal.” 

The battle for control of the Internet is far from over. Despite 
a huge public outcry, Congress avoided its duty and ducked out 
of this fray 48 hours before Obama’s ICANN transfer was set to 
take place. That outcry must continue — and grow — and Con- 
gress must be put on notice that this fraudulent transfer is uncon- 
stitutional and unacceptable. It can be, and must be, reversed. Hl 
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